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CHRONOLOGY OF * THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 











THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 


History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVII[th Centur 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


(1803), 36 vols. 
istory, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. ITI.—1066 to 1760. 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witi. I. to 34 Geo. II. 

1066-1760 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. III. 
1760-1800 


(First PARLIAMENT.) 
es a || eae 41 Gao. EIL.:....... 1801 
Soe. csbaeies 42 a 1802 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
eS eee 42 Gero. III. ......1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series: 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT—vontinued.) 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gro. IID......1803-4 
— 3to 5...45 F. eepate 1805 
— 6 & 7...46 A pasa 1806 | 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 (eo. IITI....... 1806-7 
(FourRTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 9 to1l...48 Geo. IIL ......1807-8 | 
— 12 — 14...49 SO) focus 1809 
— 15 —17...50 ee 1810 | 
— 18 — 20...51 - 1810-11 | 
— 21 — 23...52 om Cua 1812 | 
(FirTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Gero. IIL. ... 1812-13 
— 27 & 28...54 —  ... 1813-14 
— 29 to 31...55 — . 1814-15 
— 32 —- 34...56 sat beds 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 at eeuies 1817 
~ 58 Ph cea 1818 





37 — 38... 





(SixTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. III. ...... 1819 
41 . 1819-20 


Second Series. 


| REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 
! (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


‘Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Guo. IV. 1821 

f— 4& 5... 2 mn sani 1820 
a ae Por ee 1822 
— 8— 9... 4 =  gessat 1823 
— 10—11... 5 ee oe 1824 
— 12—13... 6 obese 1825-6 
— 4—1...7 aes St beeaee 1826 

(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 

ace eee 7 Gee. FV. ....., 1826 

aegs < eeerrreres 8 ae” 1827 

|} — 18 & 19... 9 a Senbe 1828 
— 20 — 21...10 er 1829 

| — 22 to 25...11 Sane 1830 

| 

| Third Series. 


| REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837 
| 
(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 


| Vek DP te: 3:.. 2 Wa. F¥....3 1830-1 


(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


|Vol. 4 to 8... 2 Wien. IV. .... . 1832 
}-— 9— 14... 3 Selig Attn 1832 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 15 to 50... 4 WiLL. IV,...... 1833 
— 21 — 25... d — sy seaaee 1854 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WILL. IV........ 1858 
— 31 — 35... 7 Homer. > despa 1836. 
— 36 — 38... 8 Se aes d 1837 
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iv CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 





(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45— 50... 2 <a 1839 
— 51— 55... 3 a 1840 
~~ 656— 58... 4 — (a) 1841 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
a 4 Victoria (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 — —deeaee 1842 
— 66— 71... 6 eT 1843 
— %72— 76... 7 ee 1844 
— Ti— 82... 8 —— ery 1845 
— 83 — 88... 9 ea Postion 1846 
— 89— 94.10 — (a) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
OB seis ekcs 10 VictorIA (b) 1847 
— 96to101...11 — —_sainaen 1848 
— 102 —107...12 ie 1849 
— 108 —113...13 =~ febewss 1850 
114 —118...14 ee 1851 
— 119 —122...15 _- (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
th ae 15 Victoria (b) 1852 
-- 124 to 129...16 —— 1853 
— 130 —135...17 Fits attain 1854 
— 136 —139...18 > Awe 1855 
— 140 —143...19 aes ee 1856 
ies POE §.......5: a ms (a) 1857 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Vicroria (b) 1857 
— 148 —151 ..21 ate bende 1858 
— 152 —153...22 - (a) 1859 
"(EIGHTEENTH Pari AMENT. ) 
Vol. 154 to 155...22 Vicror1A (b) 1859 
— 156 —160...23 -- eee 1860 
— 161 —164...24 a | SB eeeee 1861 
— 165 —168...25.° —.  ...... 1862 
-— 169 —172...26,  .-- +++ 1863 
— 173 —176...27 aoe 1864 
— 177—180...2°8 — ...... 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 181 to 184..:29 Vicrorta ‘...:.1866 
— 185 -—189...30 pe legenbe 1867 
-- 190 —193...31 — 1867-8 
.° | (TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) iy] 
Vol. 194 to 198...32 Vicroria’ 


—- 199 —203...33 


204 to 208...34 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 
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(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT-—cont.) 


Vol. 209 —213...35 VICTORIA ...... 1872 
— 214 —217...36 a 1873 
(TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 218 to 221...37 Victoria ......1874 
—- 222 —226...38 — sevens 1875 
— 227 —231...39 see 1876 
— 232 —236...40 a. anit 1877 
— 237 —242...41 — —veweee 1878 
— 243 —249...42 — ... 1878-9 
— 250 & 251...43 — (a) 1880 
(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 252 to 256...43 Victoria (b) 1880 
— 257 --269...44 — on. 1881 
— 266 —273...45 (a) 1882 
— $407.45 — (b) 1882 
— 276 to 283...46 cme 1883 
— .384 —-292...47 ae! ote 1884 
— 293 —301...48 -- 1884-5 
(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 Vicroria (a) 1886 
(TWENTY-FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) 
fol. 308 & 309...49 Vicrorta (b) 1886 
— 310t0321..50 — ...... 1887 
— 322 —332..51 — ...... 1888 
— 333 —340..52 -- own. 1889 
— 341 —348...53 wo 1890 
—- 349 —356...54 - ... 1890-1 
Fourth Series. 
(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
Vol. 1lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Wa F  setienwen 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— 8 to 21...57 ~- 1893-4 
— 22 — 29...57 a 1894 
— 30— 35...58 pea ees 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 

SS ae 59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
—- 37 to 44...59 —- .. 1895-6 
— 45 — 52...60 as Se 1897 
:~ 53 -— 65...61 Sere 1898 
— § 66 — 76...62 baat 1899 
TF oe 63 a 1899 
+ 78 — 83...63 hese nas 1900 
— &4 63&64 --  ...... 1900 
— 85— 87...64 — own. 1900 

‘i (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 
Lord President of the Council His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.1. 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 
Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 

















NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury-—Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEoRGE WyNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELpoN Gorst, K.C., M.P, 
Secretary to the sme Co O. ee ee Esq., M.P. 
ae fH. T, ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury-——) Wipriam Hays Freune, Esq., M.P. 
( hg es 7 x? T. pad K.C.B. 
: ear-Admiral A. L. DouGLaAs. 
Lords of the Admiralty—, Rear- Admiral A. K. WILSON, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moorg, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office—Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office-——Rt. Hon. Jesse CoLLinés, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Office—Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentay Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Ear! of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRanT Lawson, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Finuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt Hon. E. CArsoN, K.C., M.P. 








HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.-—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 





Judge Advocate-General Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWES, M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PORTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household ——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(General Rt. Hon. Viscount BRIDPORT, G.C.B. (permanent). 
Rt. Hon. Earl of KinToRE, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in- Waiting—— / Rt. Hon. Lord HArrIs, G.C.S.1., G.C.L.E. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
{ Rt. Hon. Lord BAGor. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal 
Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFouR. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord KinspurGu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of MONTROSE, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner %t. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General CHARLES Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor —— Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary—-—Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instructicn——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEE 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKrnson, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——GrEo. WRIGHT, Esq. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Mor.LEy. 

Clerk of Parliaments HENRY J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) on. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 
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Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsh——H. C. MALKIN, Esq 
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Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Oificer of Private Bill Co-t-——R. W. Monro, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——A. HARRISON. Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

(ther Clerks——F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON Gorvon, Esq. ; C. i. ANSTRUTHER, Esi. 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. ROBINSON, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JouN, Esq. ; V. M. BrppuLpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. : 
C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HoTHAM, Esq. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 25TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of Parliaments had Page 


laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with :—Loch Leven Water Power. The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table : ssi 6s 


Brighton Corporation Bill.—Reported with Amendments ... 


Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board Bill.—The sage consent niger: 
and Bill reported, with Amendments int 


Shipley Improvement Bill.-_Reported with Amendments . 


Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and 
West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon- 
Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the said Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; the 
Orders made on the 8th and 12th instant last aici at and Bill com- 
mitted for Monday next “ us 


Local Government Provisional Order (Port) Bill.— Reported from the 
Select Committee, without Amendment, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House to-morrow ... . ; ee 


Blackburn Corporation Bill.—Read 34, with the saa and iain 
and returned to the Commons - 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill—Order of the day for the Third 
Reading read, Moved that the Bill be now read 3¢. © (The Earl of Morley) 


Earl Spencer ~ 

The Earl of Meath s 
The Duke of Northumber land 
Lord James of Hereford ... 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 3¢ accordingly, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons. 
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Clydebank Burgh Tramways Orders Confirmation Bill [1.1.]; Edin- 
burgh and District Water Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]; Belfast Harbour 
Bill [H.L.] ; Dover Gas Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Bolton Corporation Bill [1.1.]——Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Blackpool og Pot ogg Bill ; Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill ; Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) Bill ; 
Metropolitan Railway Bill; Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment 
of Acts) Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill.—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to, and with consequential Amendments ; 
the said consequential Amendments considered, and agreed to... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Stand- 
ing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill. [No. 158.]; Stirling 
Corporation Order Confirmation Bill. [No. 179.].—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1“; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 2%, and 
reported from the Committee so he an ek be, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Arrica, No. 7 (1901).—Report by His Majesty’s Special Commissioner 
on the Protectorate of Uganda, with map (see “ Africa, Nos. 6 and 8 
(1900).”) sas vas vs i Sie be 


ORDNANCE SURVEY.—Report of the progress of the Ordnance Survey to the 
31st March, 1901. 


TRADE REPORTs :— 
I. Annual Series : 
No. 2668. France (Marseilles). 
II. Miscellaneous Series : 
No. 560. Opening for the British trade in the Bordeaux Consular 
District. 
No. 561. Chemical instruction and chemical industries in Germany... 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND).—-Return for the quarter ended 30th June, 
1901. Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITION. 
RoyaL DgcLARATION BILt [H.L.)—Petition in favour of, of the Roman 
Catholic community of Mauritius ; read and ordered to lie on the Table 
Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill [H.1.].—Moved, that the Bill he 
now read 3¢.—(The Earl of Meath.) 


Lord Norton ye 
The Earl of Meath 


On Question agreed to ; Bill read 3¢ accordingly, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons 
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Finance Bill.—Read 3¢ (according to Order), anc passed. 


Land Banks (Ireland) Bill [x.t.}- isimenedle READING % —Order of the day 
for the Second Reading read .. 


Lord Castletown 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.—( Lord Castletown.) 


Eurl Spencer ss 

The Earl of Denti 

The Earl of Mayo .. 

Lord Castletown... 

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affvirs ( (Lhe Marques 38 of Lunsdow ne) .. 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
AFFAIRS {N CRETE. 


Earl Spencer +“ 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 


MinitTiA ESTABLISHMENT. 
The Earl of Wemyss 


House adjourned at half-past Six of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 251TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
South Essex Water Bill [Lords]. (By Orper.)—<As amended, considered. 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Hum, N.) 


Amendment proposed to be made to the Bill- 

“In page 10, line 31, after the word ‘gallons,’ insert the words, 
‘provided that if the supply of water to the existing well at the said 
lunatic asylum shall be diminished or prejudicially affected by the 
exercise by the company of the powers conferred upon them by this 
Act, the company shall, within such time as may be agreed on or as an 
arbitrator appointed by the Local Government Board shall direct, afford 
to such lunatic asylum free of all costs or charges such supply of water 
as may be agreed or directed as aforesaid to be equivaleat in quality 
and quantity ‘to the supply previously enjoyed from the existing well at 

the said asylum.’”—(Mr. Ernest Gray.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Randles (Cumberland, Cockerinouth) ... 
Mr. Mellor (Yorkshire, WR., Sowerby) ... 
Mr, Flower (Bradford, IV.) Kies 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, P artick) 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) — ... 
Mr. Sidney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, cs ) 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) . 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tule il) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
An Amendment made. 
Bill-to be read the third time. 
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North British Railway Bill; South Metropolitan Gas  Bill.—Lords’ 


Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Elland Gas Bill [Lords] ; Leeds Churches Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments ies ‘ba Ses sais bc a 


Worcester Tramways Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, with 
an Amendment re re is ani Ae deg a bes 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill {Lords].—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; bill to be read the third time... i bee an 

Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill ; Kirkcaldy and Dysart 
Water Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]—{Under Section 7, Sub-section (2), 
of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899.]—Considered ; 
to be read the third time to-morrow... - ae a2 Kasi 

Harrogate Corporation Bill [Lords]; Lowestoft Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
ee with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed... *e sine ‘F cee yy bie be i 


PrivaTE Bits (Group P).—Sir A. F. Godson reported from the Committee 
on Group P of Private Bills: That, there being no business ready for their 
consideration, they had adjourned until Tuesday next, at Twelve of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table ait bie 


Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [Lords].—Mr. Heywood-Johnstone 
reported from the Committee on the Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill 
[Lords]: That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee had 
adjourned till Friday next, at half-past Three of the clock. Report to lie 
upon the Table ne sis ren Ars sas a re is 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs :— 


That they have agreed to—Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill ; 
Bradford Corporation Bill ; London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway 
Bill ; Paisley Police and Public Health Bill: with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendment to St.i Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill 
[Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Glasgow Corporation (Tramways and General).” Glasgow 
Corporation (Tramways and General) Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords] Ae ie “is ‘ 


a Corporation (Tramways and General) Order Confirmation 
ill {Lords].—Ordered, under Section 7 (2) of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to be considered upon Monday next 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Anstey ; 
and Llansantffraid ; to lie upon the Table eas yn . - 


Table 


SaLe or INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Chelsea ; and Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; to lie upon the Table 


Epecation (No, 2) Brtt.—Petition from Rochdale, against ; to lie upon the 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ORDNANCE SuRvEY.—Copy presented, of Report of the Progress of the 
Ordnance Surv ey to the 31st March, 1901 [by eens to lie bigs the 
Table ... 


Loss or Lire AT SEA.—Return slic relative thereto ronered 
24th July; Mr. Gerald sees to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 281.] .. : oi wae ne de sds 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES iain Util ial of Return for the quarter 
ended 30th June, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Cotontes.—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating to the 2 ge 
alteration of the Royal aad and Titles of the Crown [by ne pennks 
lie upon the Table __... ose 


TRADE REPORTS ar ictiihin:stihii seuaiiis of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 560 and 561 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ... en wan is ee oe 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2668 aid ss saan to lie upon 
the Table tek ‘ ‘ on 


QUESTIONS. 
SoutH AFRICA—TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES—NATIVE LABOUR REGULATIONS.— 
Questions, Sir William Harcourt (Monmouth, W.), Sir Charles Dilke 


(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answers, The Secretary of Statefor the 
Colonies (Mr, J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) Se 


EXECUTION OF REBELS—CoMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS.—Ques- 
tions, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.), Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, S.), and Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, -N.); Answers, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—DISTRIBUTION OF REWARDS. en Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick . <i - ia ‘ 


CLAIM OF THE DE BEERS COMPANY. enn Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick . er ahs , a hes ae fs : 


CONCENTRATION AND REFUGEE CAMPS.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ... dss bide ree Sus Et, oe Bi 


Hospital. ACCOMMODATION FOR RETURNED voor General 
Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick’ . 


Lorp Roperts’s WAR GRATUITY.—Question, Mr. Labouchere and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr, Brodrick 


OrriciAL NOTIFICATION OF ‘SOLDIERS’ DEATHS. ambled Mr. Lambert 
(Devonshire, South Molton); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the 
War Office (Lord Stanley, Laneashire, Westhough‘on) oe ie 


IMpERIAL YEOMANRY—PAY ARREARS.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, 
Camborne) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... ; si fr i poe 


Wark Honours FOR THE MILITIA.-—Question, Mr. Lambert; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick jit wick pan ses vee ae wks 


DISTRIBUTION OF WaR Mepars.— Question, Colonel Bain i Crmhestannd, 
Egremont) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. es int sed sa 
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MILITARY OFFENCES IN. THE FYIELD.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee), Mr. Joyce (Limerick), and Mr. Pirie ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


CourRTS-MARTIAL—STATISTICS OF IMPRISONMENT. Riesainath Mr. Edmund 
Robertson ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ois ; an ae 


8tH Krine’s LiverPOoL REGIMENT.—Question, Mr. Goulding (W mane 
Devizes) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 7 see bu it 


LABOURERS’ WAGES IN GOVERNMENT ESTABLISHMENTS.—Question, Mr. 
Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ei 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH HIGHLANDERS. pile Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answers, Lord Stanley .. : me x vis 


Cost OF TRANSPORTS.—Question, Mr. Pirie ; Answer, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) fe or 


NAVAL AMMUNITION—-ARMOUR-PIERCING SHELLS.—Question, Mr. Markham 
(Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


VICTUALLING IN THE NAVy.—Question Mr. Kearley ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster te ee iss au ee as 


BELLEVILLE BorLeRS.—Questions, Mr. Levy — a 
and Mr. Weir ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Hone Kone Docks.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) and Mr. 
Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham); Answers, The Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, W oodbridge) .. 


InpIAN BupDGET.—Questions, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patsiok) and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) . - sive a ns es 


TriaL BY Jury IN INpiA.—Questions, Mr. Caine and Mr. Flynn; Answers, 
Lord G. Hamilton eae om ids oe ius : 


British CONSULATE AT ODEsSA.---Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cran: 
borne, Rochester) ; tis site wath ie ; 


CHINA—FOREIGN GARRISONS IN SHANGHAI.—Question, Mr. Lambert : 
Answer, Viscount Cranborne “ a bus 


THE YANG-TSZE—REPORTED BURSTING OF BANKS,—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts (Denbighshire, W.); Answer, Viscount Cranborne . 


LEAD POISONING STATISTICS.--Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home — (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) ne ce re ini i 


MUTOSCOPES IN THE VALE OF HEALTH, HAMPSTEAD,—Question, Mr. Moon 
(St. Pancras, N.); Answer, Mr. Ritchie ios i wah 


PrisoN OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCEs.—-Question, Mr. John Hutton (Yorkshire, 
Richmond) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ae a ; i 


Lorp MILNER’s WELCOME To THE Crry.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill : 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... 


RATES FOR CONVEYANCE oF CycLEs By Rait.—Qnaestion, Mr. Lough 
(Islington, W.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade ( Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) , wit a4 cat 
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HicH~tanp Marit Packet SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour Ea! cos By a i ize ie 


SarLtors’ RaTIONS—THE “ MAYFIELD.”—Question, Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... oe 


THE Loss or THE “ MoEL TRYVAU. a Mr. ae 3 Answer,. Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.. re -" P i por “a 


THE “ NuMIDIAN.”-—Question, Mr. Nannetti aia ter College slant on 
Mr. Gerald Balfour... i eae . ‘i at 


CONSTITUTION OF NORTHERN LIGHTHOUSE BoarRD.—— iain Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... . z 3 pat 8 


STAFFORDSHIRE County CoUNCIL. a Mr. Coghill: Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, W.) 


York City REFusE.—-Question, Mr. Goulding ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


TUBERCULOSIS —Dr. Kocu’s VrEws—Questions, Mr. nara Sancta pec and 
Mr. Field ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long sate 


Postal OrpDERS.-—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse ‘ihimanaien E.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury - Austen Chamber. 
lain, Worcestershire, E.) ‘ - Si me 


ARGENTINE Postal RATEs.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton fciasnenitae ‘ 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain a =e 7 : 


PosTMEN’s ForFEITED STRIPES.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain a ; he. eB 


PropaTe Court OFFIciALs.—Question, General Laurie; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain : ae Bs wy, A; fe iff, : 


IsLAND OF LEWIsS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. 
A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ee = ss a xs 


ScortisH Fish Curinc INpustry. a Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthy: 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray .. ais “oh es 


HIGHLAND SCHOOL GRANTS.—Question, Mr. r Bigol ata icks Bur urghs) 5 ; ‘gpa 
Mr. A. Graham Murray Pe : : Ms 


Scottish LocaL GOVERNMENT BoarD ReEport.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, The Solicitor-General for Scotland ie C. Scott Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgwater) . sie se dep sik ais 


EpucaTion—l7s, 6p, Limtt.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) Ma cs ue di rm iad 


WESTMINSTER ABBEY—PREPARATIONS FOR THE CORONATION.—Question, 
Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, 8.); Answer, The First Commissioner of 
Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcTS—APPEAL.—Question, Sir James Wood- 
house (Huddersfield); Answer, The Attorney General ais Robert 
Finlay, Inverness Burghs) . ai vs a el 


Ear RvusseE.w’s TRIAL.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Akers 
Douglas and Sir Robert Finlay : 


SNEEM Prer.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) and Mr. Flavin tei N. ) 
Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) nf 
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BELFAST WORKHOUSE GRAVEYARD.—Question, Mr. T. P. O’Connor canal 
pool, Scotland) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 3 - : 


IntsH PRISONERS—EXERCISE OF THE PREROGATIVE OF MERCY .—Questions, 
Mr. Duffy (Galway, S.) and Mr. Flavin; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


KILLARNEY DIsTRICT—PIER AND Road Works.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham hes "ss - 


JOHN STREET NATIONAL SCHOOL, DUBLIN a. Mr. Thomas O’Don- 
nell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ nm 


IntsH County Court VALUERS.—Questions, Mr.. Jordan iia 8.), 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. John Redmond Sia ted Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham oe 


FERMANAGH COMMISSION OF THE PEACE, elec Mr. Jordan ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... mm die me ois ae a ‘ 


Unitep Irish L&AGUE MEETINGS AT Frnora. a Mr. J. P. Farrell 
(Longford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . 


Cavan. LocaAL GOVERNMENT AREAS. ee Mr. J. P. soapegt de Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ca ms AS ” mM 


Irish ScHoot TEacuErs’ FErEs.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ite ~~ is = lie she 


Irn1isH NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL BOARD—ATTENDANCES oF MEMBERS.— 
Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell; Answer, Mr. ‘Wyndham 


InisH NATIONAL ScHoor, TEACHERS—PERMANENT SALARIES — RESIDUAL 
GRrANT.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham bd As és meee” Nace es 

InisH ScHOOL GRANTS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ows a id dea ae aa 


IntsH BookBINDERS’ Socrery.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ste ee oa may ibe oa 


TorrENHAM EstTATE, County Lgirrim. Seicssniiieian Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ~ y) me 


AtracK ON CATHOLIC CATTLE DROvERS AT BELFAST. ew Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. os : a : 


InisH VALUATION SYSTEM.—Questions, Mr. rae cet S. A and Mr. 
Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; 


Direct Lapour on Irish Roaps. acne Mr. signet sitelied ena 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; hs ws 


DALKEY Revision Court.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, The Rave! 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ; ae ie 


SUMMARY POWERS OF TRISH MAGISTRATES,—Questions, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 
S.), Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.), and Mr. Flavin; Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


Tria or Mr. WALsH, J.P., At CorK.—Questions, Mr. Power (Waterford, 
E.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and Mr. Flynn; Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


Gov ERNMENT, GRANTS TO IRISH RAILWAYS.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W .) 


Page 


76 


88 


89 


90 


July 2! 
IRISH 

IRELA) 
V 
Cork 
P 
C 
CaAHII 
LONG! 


Post 
( 
THE 


CLos 
GRA) 
THE 


Bus 


PUB 


Pul 


ME 


Pu 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. xvii 


July 25. 


IRISH QuIT RENTS.—Questions, Mr. Field and Mr. O’Mara pee Ss. ) : 
Answers, Sir M. Hicks Beach.. : 


IRELAND AND THE ALKALI ACT A ae aol Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long ... ae “i es ios ‘e “wd sa 


Cork AND Fermoy LineE—Lorp CaAwpor’s LETTER.—Questions, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien and Mr. John ance Answers, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ... ; , ‘ sti sas ite me 


CAHIR Post OFFICE. ait Mr. Cullinan Tape, 8); Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... ses 


LONGFORD Post ial Alii Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ath vale wae own ie teh ae 


Post OFFICE—EXAMINATION FOR MALE SortTerS—IRISH COMPETITORS’ 
GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain = a is — ny sik as 

THE Kina’s DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Questions, Mr. 
T. L. Corbett (Down, N.), Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.), and Mr. 
William Redmond ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury ne A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E,) $s 


CLosurRE PowErs.—Question, Mr. a (ration Central; : aie 
Mr. A. J. Balfour : ap 
GRANT TO LorD sicisiinkcihiaiat Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 

Balfour... sae yb oe ar? te ne: ae oe 
THE Union JACK ON THE Victoria TowER.—Question, Mr. Flavin. [No 
answer was returned. |... ie we pit os oe 
BUSINESS OF THE House.—Question, Mr. = (Aberdeen, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A, J. Balfour va ae ‘ ots ave os ‘ee 


Pusiic Accounts ComMITTEE.—Fourth Report, with Minutes of Evidence 
and an Appendix, brought up, and read. — to lie — the see 
and to be printed. (No. 282. ] 


Public Works Loans Bill.—Copy ordered, “of Statement of Particulars of 
Loans of which the balances outstanding are proposed to be written off 
(in whole or in part) from the assets of the Local Loans Fund.”—(J/r. 
Austen Chamberlain.)—Copy games dani ; to lie a the seins 
and to be printed. [No. 283.] 


Pustic PETITIONS COMMITTEE.—Ninth Report — aid and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ ve es 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An 
Act to enable Courts to suspend the Certificates of Trawlers convicted of 
illegal trawling.” Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension Bill [Lords]... 


NEW BILL. 


Pustic Works Loans.—Bill to grant money for the purpose of certain Local 
Loans out of Local Loans Fund, and for other purposes relating to Local 
Loans, ordered to be brought:in by Mr. Austen Chamberlain and Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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Public Works Loans Bill.—‘“To grant money for the purpose of certain 
Local Loans out of the Local Loans Fund, and for other purposes relating 


to Local Loans,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 274.] 





SUPPLY [18TH ALLotrep Day.]—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. Stuart Wort.ey (Sheffield, Hallam) in the Chair. ] 
Army ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£305,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the 
Salaries and Miscellaneous’ Charges of the War Office, which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1902.” 


Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) .. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries) be 
reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the Secretary of State.” 
—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Sir Chas. Welby (Ne ee eee 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) aN 

Col. Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) .. 

Mr. Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 

Mr, Beckett (Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby) . 

Sur Arthur Hayter (Walsall) 

Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ° 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Br odlrick, Surrey, Guildfor d) 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, WV.) . 


Attention called to the fact that nae Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present— 


Dr. Farquharson ... 

Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8. ) . 

The Financial Secretary to the War Offi (Loni Stanley Lancashire, 
Westhoughton 

Mr, John Wilson (Durham, Mid) Ws 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, pela a 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 

Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) 

Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) nike 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) « 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford)... 

Mr. Brodrick ve 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee)... 

Lord Stanley , ie 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) om 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, EB) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ‘ 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Bor oughs) .. 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, oe 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 

Mr. Brodrick eee eee 

Mr. Weir... me 

Mr. Swift MacNeill 
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Lord Stanley = 

Mr. Seleatlere (Northampton) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Solicitors Bill [Lords].—Order for Second tain ieaange and discharged ; 
Bill withdrawn ‘ 








County Courts (Ireland) Bill [Lords].—9Order for Second seasiatinn read, 
and discharged ; Bill withdrawn 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter before One of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 26TH JULY 1901. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Commission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :—1. Finance. 
2. Isolation Hospitals. 3. Electric Lighting: Provisional Order (No. 1). 
4. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5). 5. Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 6). 6. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 10). 7. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 3). 
8. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 4). 9. Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5). 10. Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes). 11. 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2). 12. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4). 13. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5). 14. Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 6). 15. Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8). 16. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9). 17. Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 10). 18. Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 12). 19. Local Government Provisional Orders 
{Housing of Working Classes). 20. Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation. 21. Gas Orders Confirmation. 22. Metropolitan Police 
Provisional Order. 23. Military Lands Provisional Orders (No. 
2). 24. Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order Confirmation. 
25. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2). 26. Naval Works (Pro- 
visional Order). 27. Dundee Corporation Order Confirmation. 
28. Invergarry and Fort Augustus Kailway Order Confirmation. 
29. Glasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation. 
30. Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1). 31. Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2). 32. Clydebank Burgh Tramways Order Confirmation. 33. Edin- 
burgh and District Water Order Pes eg _ 3d. Prestatyn Water. 
35. Poulton-le- Fylde Gas. 36. Dorking Gas. Notting Hill Electric 
Lighting. 38. Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban Dieeus Gas. 39. Der- 
went Valley Water Board. 40. Petersfield and Selsey Gas. 41. Rich- 
mond Gas. 42. Tendring Hundred Water. +43. Burgess Hill Water. 
44. Kettering Urban District Water. 45. Winsford Ur ban District (Gas 
Transfer, etc.). 46. London County Council (Money). 47. Cowes Ferry. 
48. Pembroke Urban District Council (County of Dublin). 49. Great 
Eastern Railway. 50. Newry Port and Harbour Trust. 51. Tees Valley 
Water Board. 52. Faversham Water. 53. Bristol Corporation 
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Cemetery. 54. King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Tramways. 
55. Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water. 56. Mansfield i Pa 
Corporation. 57. Aire and Calder Navigation. 58. South-Western and | 
Isle of Wight Junction Railway. 59. Stroud Gas. 60. Barry 

Railway. 61. Handsworth Urban District Council. 62. Bexley 

Tramways. 63. Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power. 

64. Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) 65. Great Central Rail- Lo 
way. 66. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers). 

67. Sheffield Corporation. 68. Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandon- 

ment). 69. Chesterfield Improvement. 70. London, Brighton, and South 

Coast Railway. 71. Aldershot Gas and Water. 72. Bury Corporation. Lo 
73. Wisbech Water. 74. Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway. : 

75. Yorkshire Electric Power. 76. Lynton and Barnstaple Railway. 

77. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Waterford 

Extensions). 78. Bingley Urban District Council. 79. Caledonian Rail- 

way. 80. Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power. 81. Eccles 

Corporation. 82. Great Western Railway. 83. Kingston-upon-Hull 

Corporation. 84. Swanage Gas and Water. 85. St. Bartholomew’s » Ie 
Hospital. 86. Torrington and Okehampton Railway. 87. Blackpool 

Improvement. 88. Burton-upon-Trent Corporation. 89. Lancashire and 

Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways). 90. Metropolitan 

Railway. 91. Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment of Acts). 

92. Belfast Harbour. 93. Dover Gas. 94. Bolton Corporation. y 

95. Shannon Water ana Electric Power ais tis - his . 181 § w 


Ji ‘ul 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Wigan Corporation wr yipiadad etc., —_ as L.].—Commons’ Amendments me 
considered and agreed to... 3 .. 183 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) C 
(No. 2) Bill—Reported from the Select Committee, without amend- 
ment, and committed to a Commitee of the Whole House on Monday next 183: £ 


Rhyl gag te vena Bill ; Golborne Gas Bill ; Metropolitan District Railway 


; Biggleswade Water Board Bill.—Read 3¢, with the Amendments, A 
iii passed, and returned to the Commons ... oe hs “as in Oe 
North British Railway Bill; South Metropolitan Gas B'll.—Returned ze... 
from the Commons, with the Amendments agreed to oe bs co 6284 
Elland Gas Bill.—Returned from the lesawcam mtiaie te, with Amend- 
ments ... a , 184 
XN 
Leeds Churches Bill [4.L.]; Worcester Tramways Bill [H-u.].—Returned 
from the Commons, agreed to, with Amendments: the said Amendments 
considered, and agreed Db cine dus pink i me in .» 184 T 


London United Tramways Bill.—The King’s consent ees and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments ... 184 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill; Derby Corporation 
Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Viscount 
Falkland and the Lord Stanmore be proposed to the House as members of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of 
Ilchester and the Viscount Clancarty.—(F. Clancarty.) Read, and agreed 
to ro ioe sire _ = ‘asp es = seis cae 
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Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill are age 2¢ 
(according to Order), and (pursuant to the Private egis ation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been — from the Com- 
mittee ; Bill to be read 34 on Monday next ps 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Port) Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; Pe 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 34 on Monday next ... : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Moved, That the 
Order made on the 21st March last, ‘‘ That no Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bill be now read 2%; agreed to; Bill read 24 accordingly, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional wee — lash Bill.—Read 32 a 
ing to Order), and passed , , 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS AND SalLors.—Report from the Joint 
Committee (with the proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be 
printed ; Minutes of evidence, together with an — laid _ the 
Table, and to be delivered out. (No. 180.) ua : a 


CoLonies.—Correspondence relating to the inci alterations of the are 
style and titles of the Crown x ' ‘ ve Fae ry 


COLONIES (ANNUAL).—No. 327. Bahamas (Report for 1900.) 


EXPLOsIvEs.—Twenty-fifth Annual Report of His Majesty’s sae vagal of 
Explosives, being their annual report for the year 1900 . 

Army (VOLUNTEERS).—Annual return of Volunteer Corps of Great Britain 
for the year 1900 sat ane 05 es sigs Sie * 


‘TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2,669. Roumania. Presented (by 


command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Navy—EneIneE-Room ARTIFICERS.—Question, Lord Muskerry ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) we ai 


THE Ktina’s DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION— 
Lord Kinnaird 
Moved, That there be laid before this House a Return of all petitions, 
resolutions, or protests of any kind received by Lord Salisbury or the 


Government, either advocating a change or objecting to any change being 
made in the King’ s declaration.—(Lord Kinnaird.) 


The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury)... 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Marquess of Salisbury 
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Royal Titles Bill [#...].— 
The Marquess of Salisbury 


A Bill to enable His Most Gracious Majesty to make an addition to the 
Royal style and titles in recognition of His Majesty’s dominions 
beyond the seas—presented by the Lord Privy Seal (M. Salisbury). 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 1¢—(The Marquess of Salisbury). 

































Earl Spencer 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 1¢ accordingly ; to be printed ; and to 
be read 24 on Monday next. [No. 181.] 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock, 





HOUSE OF COMMONS : FRIDAY, 26TH JULY, 1901. 
ROYAL ASSENT, 


CoMMISSION.— Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. The House went ; 
and, being returned, Mr. Speaker reported the Royal Assent to a number 
of Bills (see page 121). 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill [Lords]. (By Orper.)—As amended, 


considered. 


Mr, Griffith-Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ... 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) sas 


Amendment proposed to be made to the Bill— 
“In page 5, by leaving out Clause 6.”—(Mr. Griffith-Boscawen.) 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir Augustus Godson (Kidderminster) 

Mr. Guest (Plymouth)... 

Mr. Mellor (Yorkshire, ii? ’ Sowerby) .. 

Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) .. 

The Secretary of State for the Home De portent (Mfr Ritchie, Croy oon). 
Mr. Richards (Finsbury, EB.) ... at 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 129 ; Noes, 185. (Division List, No. 367.) 


The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Wovreestershire, E.) ass ove ove oss one sin ae 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 27, after the word ‘thereof,’ to insert the words 
‘but not such part thereof as is situated on the eastern side of the 
street now known as King Edward Street.’”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Bill to be read the third time. 
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PRIVATE BILts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—-Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Llanelly Harbour Bill 
[Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time ae + 


Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and Elec- 
tricity Board Bill; Wells Corporation Water Bill.—Lords’ Amend- 
ments considered and agreed to * ; # 


Long Eaton Gas ee aia —Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to ; ; ‘ ; 


Albion Steam Coal Company _ ash —Read the third time, and 
passed, with an Amendment .. 


Stockport Corporation Water Bill [Lords].—King’s consent signified ; 
read the third time, and passed, with Amendments a 


Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [Lords]; Easton and Church Hope Railway 
Bill [Lords] ; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill anil —As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time és 


Harrogate Water Bill [Lords] (By OrDER).—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time : a 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 
That they have agreed to, Blackburn Corporation Bill, Dublin (Equalisa- 
tion of Rates) Bill, with Amendments. 
That they have agreed to Consequential Amendments to, Shannon Water 
and Electric Power Bill. 
That they have agreed to Amendments ” Bolton mn Bill 
[Lords], without amendment im 


Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [UNDER THE PrivATE 
LEGISLATION PROCEDURE hamid AcT, 1899].— Read the third time, 
and passed ee oe , arn Ss aus es oy 


Kirkcaldy and Dysart Water Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] [UNDER 
THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, aoe —Read 
the third time, and passed, without amendment oi ‘ a 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next hs 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
without amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie _— 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords]. —Reported, 
without amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upo 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Mon ay next ... — 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
withont amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next oe 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie a the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon fonday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 12) Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
without amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ves 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) 
Bill [Lords].—Reported without amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time 
upon Monday next - i : 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords].—Reported with 


Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. Bill as amended to i considered upon } ead 
next a i is ret ais ~ ee 


Cork, Blackrock and Passage Railway Bill [Lords]; Weston-super-Mare 
Gas Bill [Lords].—Reported with amendments ; seactuaae to lie _ the 
Table, and te be printed sive on s ‘ ats 


Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords].—Reported with Amendments ; wet to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ 


Southport Water (Transfer) Bill {Lords].—Reported with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed - _ ei 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill {Lords}.— 
Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the Committee on the Manchester and 
Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords]: That, for the convenience 
of parties the Committee had adjourned until Tuesday next, at half- _ 
Eleven of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table sa . 


Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [Lords]. ee with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act (1896), ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL.—Petitions in 
favour from Cambuslang ; Kilmarnock ; Barvas ; Biggar ; and Inverness- 
shire ; to lie upon the Table... ; Hs 


BuRGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL.— 
Petition from Dunfermline, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table... 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BiLi.—Petitions in favour, 
from Clitheroe (eight) ; Barnstaple ; Alloa ; New Brompton ; and Carlisle ; 
to lie upon the Table ... sa ee sive vr ae adi —_ 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.— Two Petitions from South London, 
against ; to lie upon the Table... . 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East InpDiA_ (Pustic Works DEPARTMENT).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 23rd July ; Sir Seymour King]; to lie upon the Table.. 


EXPLostvEs.—Copy presented, of Twenty-fifth Annual Report of His Majesty’ 8 
Inspectors of Explosives, mine for the ion 1900 ) [by eeu i to lie 
upon the Table is sek 
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Horse BrEEDING (RoyAL Commission).—Copy presented, of Eighth Report of 
the Royal Commission on Horse pian with — [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Return for the year ended 
31st March, 1901, ‘of the Army and Navy Officers permitted, under Rule 2 
of the Regulations drawn up under Section 6 of the Act, to hold Civil 
Employment of profit under Public — [by Act]; to lie — 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 285.] .. sa 


LAND Recistry.—Account presented, of Receipts and hesiieg in he 
of the Land Registry for the year ended 31st March, 1901 [by pie 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |No. 286.]... ie 


HicH Court oF JUSTICE AND CouRT OF APPEAL, ETC. ihe presented, 
of Account showing the Receipts and Expenditure i in respect to the High 
Court of Justice and the Court of Appeal during the year ended 31st 
March, 1901 [by mn to lie ince the Table, and to be oe [No. 
S87.) ses ‘ xe 


COLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL). ilies pany of sae No. 327 
(Bahamas, Annual Report for 1900) [by Command} ; to lie upon the Table 


ARMY (VOLUNTEER Corps).—Copy presented, of Annual Return of the 
Volunteer Corps of Great Britain for the aid 1900 me. siiihittias to 
lie upon the Table ‘di 


FISHGUARD AND RossLaRE RAILWAYS AND Hargours CoMPANY om 
AND FERMOY RAILWAY ABANDONMENT).—Copy ordered, “of Corre- 
spondence between the Treasury and the Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbours Company in reference to the suggested abandonment of 
the direct Cork and Fermoy line.”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Copy presented sasei il to lie nn the Table, and to be ‘ aeeaes 
[No. 284.] = ” . é : 


QUESTIONS. 


SovutH AFRICAN WAR—ARMY—DEATHS FROM DIsE ASE.—Question, Sir 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer,‘ The Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... of ws - me 


CONCENTRATION AND REFUGEE CAMps.-——Questions,* Mr Wanklyn (Bradford, 
Central) Mr Flynn (Cork, vac and Mr. Swift MacNeill sian Ss. )3 ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


EXECUTION OF REBELS—ComMPULSCRY ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS.— 
Questions, Mr. Pirie ‘appa - and Mr. Swift NacNeill ; _— 
Mr. Brodrick ... 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—Pay. cia canis Major Balfour ‘Christehureh) 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick m : aie ai a a ass 


BEavurort West REVERSE.—Questions, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion), and Mr. Swift MacNeill, Answers, The Financial Secretary to 
the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ae 


FORFEITURES OF PENSIONS. pep. microsd: Mr. Keir Hardie seh gpess ns pune ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley : 


REMISSION OF SENTENCES ON SOLDIERS. nen Mr. — ert a. 
Answer, Lord Stanley vs . ‘as . 
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Kine’s LiverpooL REGIMENT.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick tes ae ‘et ‘ ve ‘ rer ba 


Keir Hardie ; Answer, The 
neues to ‘the ainncly (Mr. Arnold- F orster, Belfast, W. ) 


TRIALS OF Navy BoiLers.— Question, Mr. Wolff — B); Answer, Mr. 
Arnold Forster sn “> - ‘ oe 





GIBRALTAR DEFENCE WorkS.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ay pn ate ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the veaiabited = a Suffolk, 
W oodbridge) . ‘ 


Fi1JI—GOVERNMENT OF NATIVES.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason teas 
and Shetland) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies bins J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ne , ee 


UGANDA RaILWAY—ALLEGATIONS AGAINST OFFICIALS. ‘iii Mr. 
Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, The Under yieiapied 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


Cuina—RvussiAn CONCESSIONS AT TIENTSIN.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


EUROPEAN GOVERNESSES IN TURKEY.—Question, Mr. Allen ne 
Stroud) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne ne = tk ~ 


CoaL Exports.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley ; Answer, The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ... a 


MILLWALL ELEctric StTorAGE Company. — Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home eo sete Ritchie, 
Croydon) sie , . 


BorstaL Prison RuLeEs.—Question, Mr. Flower (Bradford nic mn 
Mr. Ritchie , pee <a aes bs : ia 


PREVENTION OF RaILWAY ACCIDENTS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade vai Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds Central) 


LIGHTS OFF THE WESTERN Wiles, ibis Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour ‘ie whe - sin Sis ‘iia ¥ 


NortH British RaAILway—* Rep Cap” Boys.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour “ is oe se ee ec An 


Ratbway Bye-Laws—Mopet Cope.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour én ae sine — doa 


Motor Cars—SpEED REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) ne i bids 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION—STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long sin we at . ; sits ae 


Customs WATCHERS’ GRIEVANCES.—Questions, Mr. Courtenay Warner 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield); Answers, The Financial “egg to the 
Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) . ss és 


SCOTTISH PosTAL AND TELEGRAPH SeRVICE.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer. 
Mr. Ansten Chamberlain " aa nn Bes _ 
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LONDON TELEPHONE SERVICE. eammeaiin Mr. Thomas Dewar; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain . = ‘ng si aa “ts ah 

Port GLASGOW FISHERMEN’s RiIGHTS.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, 
The Solicitor General for Scotland sean aaa Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) sits wih ‘2a “ 

CLYDE MussEL Beps.—Question, Mr. Keir ns Answer, Mr. Scott- 
Dickson ae Pe ce , ; We “ne ane 


HIGHER ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education Pieisesies J. Gorst, 


Cambridge University) 


EpucaTion (No. 2) Brt—Locat AUTHORITIES AND ScHooL BoaRpDs.— 
Question, Mr. Dunean (Yorkshire, W.R., Otley) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 


Leeps Scoot Boarp AND HicHER Epucation.—Question, Mr. Jackson 
(Leeds, N.) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... ae jae we “< 


EDUCATION SUB-INSPECTORS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst .. 


LIMERICK AND Kerry TrAIN SERVICE.—Questions, Mr. O'Shaughnessy 
(Limerick, W.) and Mr. Flavin ne ia De: anit, The Chief ee 
for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . : 


CONGESTED Districts BoARD EXPENDITURE IN WEsT KERRY.—Question, 
Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham bay 


CARRIAGE OF BuTTEeR ON IRISH RAILW ene Mr. lait 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Cork Court VALUER.—Questions, Mr. Edward — — anaes S. a and 
Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


IrtsH LANGUAGE—CENSUS RETURNS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ck wi 6 ab aie eee 
TIPPERARY WATER CHARGE AREAS.—Question, Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham a ws pres “a wilh eae 
SUMMARY Powers OF IrRIsH MAGISTRATES, — Questions, Mr. O’Dowd 


(Sligo, S.), Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.), and Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... as oe a 


LABOURERS’ CoTTAGES AT CLONAKILTY. — Question, Mr. Edward Barry ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham os me il eae ro ve 


Irish ConcGEsTeD District Boarp’s Work. — Question, Dr. Ambrose 
(Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham wi me and es 


CoLONEL Fincu’s CooNaH EstTaTE.—Question, Mr. Lundon anities B); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham i ‘i tes ‘ i 

ApsoHn’s Estate, Limerick. — Question, Mr. Lundon; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘as we nae vin ns ios sa ane 


WATERFORD, LIMERIUK, AND WESTERN RAILWAY FRIENDLY SOCIETY.— 
Question, Mr. O’Shaughnessy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham eee 


DALKEY Revision Court.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.} 


CAHIRCIVEEN MaiLs.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, S.); Answer. Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... aus ai yi vs a sis oi 
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War OFFICE ConTRACTS IN IRELAND. Diergumnen Mr. Tully ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley... fis oi ; - me re - 


BRIGHTON VALE (IRELAND) 
Answer, Lord Stanley 





Mr. Field; 


METHOD OF TAKING Divisions.—Questions, Mr. Beckett (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) and Mr. Samuel Evans iat eigmaees nae Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ... 


‘GRANT TO 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


TEACHERS (SECURITY OF TENU ” BILL. Narra Mr. Allen; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ... —_ we sol si ae eu Ar 


NavaL Works Bitt.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... = ise va = 


AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS’ COTTAGES—CONDITIONS OF TENURE. —- 
Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ie bie as is 


AGRICULTURAL RATES AcT, 1896, ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL.—Questions, Sir 
H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 





, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 


BusINESS OF THE HovusE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. 
John Redmond, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N. a and Sir 
J. Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. “Balfour . ; 


RULINGS IN COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 
Speaker sis ss ies in ae ss 
MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 
That they have agreed to Finance Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to enable Day Industrial 
Schools to be established in Ireland.” Day Industrial Schools 
(Ireland) Bill [Lords]. ... iis 





Beer Bill.—Ordered, That the Order of the 26th June that the Beer Bill be 
committed to the Standing Committee on Law, etc., be read and dis- 
charged, and that the Bill be withdrawn 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill :— 
Reported from the Standing Committee on Law, ete., with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 288.] 
we of aT proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed, 
No. 288 
Bill, as amended (by the Standing Committee), to be considered upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 276.]... = . ev 


‘Wipows AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS.—Report, with Minutes of 
Evidence and an Appendix from the Joint Committee, brought up and 
read. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 289.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure :—Mr. Craig, Mr. Flower, Mr. Galloway, Mr. Murnaghan, Mr. 
Nannetti, Mr. Richards, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. Herbert Roberts, and 

Mr. Samuel Young ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Clancy, Sir 
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Charles Dilke, Mr. Graham, Mr. James Heath, Mr. Jordan, Mr. Lloyd 
Morgan, Sir Benjamin Stone, Mr. wise and | Captain Norton. ~~ to 
lie upon the Table “ ae 


Education (Scotland) Bill.—Lords’ Amendments to be considered forth- 
with ; considered, and agreed to ik . 


Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill Lords} —Read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 275, ais 


London Water Bill.—Ordered, That the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills do examine the London Water Bill, with respect to compliance with 
the Standing Orders relative to Private Bills,—(Sir John Blundell Maple.) 


SUPPLY [19TH ALLOTTED Day].-—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 


CiviL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 1901-2 
Class II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£47,076 be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Department of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) _ ove se 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the Salary of the Secretary of State.”—(Sir 
Charles Dilke.) 


Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) .. 

The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Afiurs (Viszount ¢ Cranborne, 
Rochester) ‘ ‘ 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Ber wick) 

Mr. YVerburgh (Chester)... 

Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W. R., Barnsley 1)... 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present ; House 
counted, and forty Members hig found present—— 


Mr. Joseph Walton es 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... 

Mr. Labouchere ( Northampton) 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.)... 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 

Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, E ion) 
Mr. O’ Mara (Kilkenny, S. ) _ 


Viscount Cranborne 


Motion made, and Question— 


“ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and ask leave to sit again ”— 


(Mr, Caldwell)—put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress: to sit again upon Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of this instant 


July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House w ithout Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 29TH JULY, 1901. 
MESSAGE FROM THE KING. 


GRANT TO EarRL RoBerts.—Delivered by The Lord Privy Seal (Jf. Salisbury), 
and read as follows :— 

“His Majesty, taking into consideration the eminent services 
rendered by Field-Marshal Karl Roberts of Kandahar, K.G., K.P., 
G.C.B., G.C.S.L, G.C.LE,, V.C., Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s 
Forces, during the war in South Africa, and being desirous in 
recognition of such services to confer upon him some signal mark of his 
favour, recommends to the House of Lords that they should concur in 
granting Earl Roberts the sum of one hundred thousand pounds.” 

Ordered, That the said ee be taken into consideration on came 
next . : ose eee eee aos see : 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and 
West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford- -upon- 
Avon mee Railway es Bill. 1. —Reported, with Amend- 
ments ... : = Kes 


Chester Corporation Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Manchester Corporation 
Bill (HL. .—Commons’ Amendments considered, and agreed to ... - oe 


Derby Corporation Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee adjourned this day at half-past Two o'clock ; and pray leave 
not to sit to-morrow until Twelve o’clock ; read, and leave given.. 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway Bill. 
—Leave given to the Select Committee to adjourn over to-morrow 


Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill.—Read 34, with the 


Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons . 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill—Read 3%, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... 


London and India Docks (New Works) Bill.—Read 3%, with the 
Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to 
the Commons ... ‘s ase aol re 


Brighton Corporation Bill.—Read 3%, with the Amendments, and reicaaee 
and returned to the Commons ' ‘ 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill.—Read 3, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons .. 


Glasgow and South-Western Railway Bill.—Read 34, with the Amend- 
ments ; a further Amendment made ; Bill cee and returned to the 


Commons 


Kirkcaldy and Dysart Water Order ~eeeuaal _ ca — 


Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Long Eaton Gas Bill ; Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley and Dukinfield Tram- 
ways and Electricity Board Bill; Wells Corporation Water Bill.— 
Returned from the Commons, with the Amendments agreed to ... , 
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Albion Steam Coal Company Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with an Amendment. The said Amendment considered and 


agreed to 


Stockport Corporation Water = a L. - —Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments.. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill.— 
House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bills reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived, and Bills to be read 3% to-morrow 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.].—Moved, 
That this Bill be now read 34.—(#arl Waldegrave.) 


The Earl of Camperdown ... 
Earl Waldegrave ... ‘ 


Third Reading put off to Thursday next. 


Local Government Provisional sae seins Bill.—Read 34 Easiest 
ing to Order), and passed 


Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 14 ; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 2%, and 
reported from the Committee. (No. 182.).. Re ate “ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Eeyrt, No. 2 (1901).—Despatch from His Majesty’s Agent and Consul-General 
at Cairo enclosing a report as to irrigation projects on the Upper ase 
etc., by Sir William Garsten, K.C.M.G. ; with twelve maps 


TRADE REporTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2,670, France oe No. 
2671, Germany. No. 2672, United States (Boston) is 


South Arrica.—Papers relating to certain legislation of the late South 
African Republic affecting natives ... an (ay is 


Matta.—Further correspondence relating to the political condition of Malta (in 
continuation of House of Commons Paper No. 287, July, 1899). . 


Horst Breepinc.—Eighth Report of the —_— Commission on _ horse 

breeding ; with appendices ... a ee i a 

Boarp or Epucation.—Revised instructions applicable to the Code of 1901 
resented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lanp Recistry.—Account of receipts and payments in respect of the land 
registry for the year ended 31st March, 1901 


HicH Court oF JUSTICE AND CouRT OF APPEAL.—Account showing the 
receipts and expenditure in respect of the High Court of Justice and the 
Court of Appeal during the year ended 31st March, 1901 ee 


r ended 31st March, 1901, of the Army 
and Navy officers permitted under Rule 2 of the Regulations drawn up 
under Section 6 of the Superannuation Act, 1887, to hold civil rigs a 
ments of profit under public departments de 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ae to lie on the Table 
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Education (Scotland) Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to oe st ie én ese inn ons . 337 


Salmon Fishery (Ireland) Bill [H.L.] [Szeconp Reapinc.]—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Mayo = ae oti roe oa 337 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 297—(The Earl of Mayo.) 
The Earl of Denbigh _ iki ie _ oy dime + JOP 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Bill, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Larceny Bill. [Seconp Reapinc,]-—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury)  ... ues a7 «. $40 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%.—(The Lord Chanceller.) 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Royal Titles Bill [u.1.]. [Szconp Reapine,]—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury)... 341 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%.—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


The Earl of Rosebery... _— 7" “as was ahs .. 343 
Earl Spencer oie Wet out pen “ sii nas .. 343 
The Marquess of Salisbury _ eve ies eas aes . 346 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Five of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 29TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [Lords.]—(sy orprr).— 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ove eee ove wi o- 347 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ... ove ove ove a dus -. 3 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ... ose ose oe eee sien ... 350 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘now read the third time,’ and add the 
words ‘re-committed to the former Committee in respect of Clause 34 
of the Bill as amended.’”—(Mr, Murphy.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Boiand (Kerru, 8 Bea 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerr Ys W. :) 

. Mr. Conor O'Kelly (Mayo, N.) ..... 
Mr. Condon (Tipperary, E.) 
Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords. ]|—(By ORDER.) 


Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) . 
Mr, Thomas: Dewar (Lower Hamlets, St. George’s) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords] to leave out Plan No. 23 and Plan No. 25 
from the Schedule.” —( Major Evans-Gordon.) 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 

The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University)... 

Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower “Hamlets, Limehouse) .. 

Mr. Sydney Buxtou (Tower sasceree. — 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bradford nf ema Bill ; Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill ; 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill ; Paisley Police and Public 
Health Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, "and agreed to ; 


Barrow-inFurness Corporation Bill oe —Read the third weg and 
passed, with Amendments 


Bridewell Hospital Bill nny —Read the third time, and naman without 


amendment 


Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and Improvement Bill [Lords] ; 
Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill sama —Read the third = and 
passed, with Amendments 


Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway Bill comes —Read 
the third time, and passed, without amendment ... 


Dover Harbour Bill [Lords].—King’s consent anti Bill read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments 


South Essex Water _ sii —Read the third ieaaisin and i with 
Amendments ... 


Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords]; Dover Corporation Bill [Lords]; Hey- 
wood and i iddleton Water Board Bill [Lords] ; Salford Corporation B Bill 
| Lords ].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 
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South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
[Lords].—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read 
the third time a ‘ 


Watford and District manned _ eed —Read a second ™ 
and committed 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill—Ordered, That Standing Order 207 
be suspended, and that the Lords’ Amendments to the Dublin (Equalisa- 
tion of Rates) Bill be taken into consideration to-morrow though opposed. 
—(Mr. Harrington.) Ordered, That the Lords’ Amendments be considered 
to-morrow 


CONTENTS, 


— Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) 

[Lords a} 5 Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords] ; 

leet Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords] ; Electric Light- 

ing Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bil Rea ‘the thi Electric Lighting Provisional 

Orders (No. 12) Bill ‘iam —Read the third ~_ and biamaeeh without 
amendment .... ‘ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords]; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill — —As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time to-morrow ‘ ove os ae ‘i 


Glasgow Corporation (Tramways and General) Order Confirmation 

ill [Lords]—{Under Section 7, Sub-section (2) of the Private Legislation 

Procedure —7 Act, 1899. ere to be read the third time 
to-morrow ‘ ‘ 


GREENOCK CORPORATION ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Greenock Corporation (to be proceeded with under 
Section 7 of the Act), ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


Greenock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill—‘“To confirm a 
Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Greenock Corporation,” presented accordingly; and 
under 62 and 63 Vic., c. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered upon Thursday 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 


That they have agreed to Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) 
Bill, without Amendment. 

That they have agreed to Rhyl Improvement Bill ; Golborne Gas Bill ; 
Metropolitan District Railway Bill; Biggleswade Water Board Bill, 
with Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments to Wigan Corporation Tramways. 
etc., Bill [Lords] ; Leeds Churches Bill — ; and to Worcester 
Tramways Bill Lords}, without amendment . , + 


Rucpy WATER AND IMPROVEMENT [Lords]; Leeds iinet (Genet 
Powers) [Lords|—Reported, with Amendments ; — to lie — the 
Table, and to be printed 


PETITIONS. 


BurGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND WATER SUPPLY <a BItt— 
Petition from Inverness against ; to lieupon the Table... * on 
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EpvcaTion (No. 2) BiLt.—Petition from Battersea, against ; to lie upon the 
Table ... is isa : , ae ash ids hie ost 


Hovusinc OF WorKING CLASSES ne OF LoANs) BILL.—Petition from 
Shoreditch, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 66 “ba or 


LopGER FRANCHISE.—Petition from Shoreditch, for —e to lie upon 
the Table . wie ve wish sie 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions \in favour, 
from Bracknell ; and Stanford ; to lie upon the Table es me 


Sate or IntoxicaTinG Liquors To CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Two 
Petitions from Kildalton, in favour ; to lie upon the Table bs 


SSOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition from watt: ees to 
lie upon the Table fi om 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East InpiA (PUBLIC Works DEPARTMENT).—Return ee 26th sina. 
to be printed. [No. 290.] - 


ARSENICAL POISONING (ROYAL iii ia il of First 
Report of the Royal Commission appointed to inquire into Arsenical 
Poisoning from the Consumption of Beer and other Articles of Food and 
Drink. Part 1. Report [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


BoarD oF EpucaTion.—Copy presented, of revised instructions applicable 
to the Code of 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table as 


‘South Arrica.—Copy presented, of Papers relating to certain Legislation of 
the late South African _— wineiane Natives bby virial to lie 
upon the Table 


Mattra.—Copy presented, of further Geiaaniane Relating to the Political 
Condition of Malta [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ‘is 


‘TRADE REporRTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies eye of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. aa to 2 2 [by aati to 
lie upon the Table ieee 


Eaypt (No. 2, 1901).—Copy presented of vibes from His Majesty’s iad 
by the Consul General at Cairo enclosing a Report as to Irrigation 
Projects on the Upper Nile, etc., by Sir William see K.C.M.G. [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table é 


NATIONAL EpucATION (IRELAND). — Return ordered, giving particulars 
regarding the Commissioners of National Education in Ireland Ben 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTtH AFRiCA~-MARTIAL LAW—EXECUTION OF REBELS.—Questions, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson (Dundee) and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies agi J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) ‘ie oi er a ‘ ba me ose 


Lorp KITCHENER AND THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Questions, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) and Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.) ; Answers, The virenmael of State for War 2 Brodrick, aati 
Guildford) vi . ; Si 4s 


‘YEOMANRY—ARREARS OF Pay. — Question Mr. Weir ne and Cromarty); 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick om es és 
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Boer CASUALTIES.—Questions, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury), Mr. Swift 
MacNeill, and Mr. Channing siete sesisantid E.) ; Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick és — fet ms 


Boer CAPTURES OF BritisH TRoops.—Questions, Mr. Channing, Mr. Bryn 
Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick oe be sei “se bs ea ee mt 


Pay oF CiviL SURGEONS AT THE FRONT.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘i ms See ea es 

Caprain Leumann, I. M. S.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office arose ye Lanca- 
shire, Westhoughton) : : 


DISCLOSURE OF OFFICIAL DocUMENTS. ies Mr. whgechis Lucas and 
Mr. Edmund Robertson ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick . us sia ‘ 


BLOEMFONTEIN CONCENTRATION CAMP.— Sdmenie Mr. Flynn (Cor N.); 
Answer, Lord Stanley ; ; 


InYACKE ISLAND.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies indians Boroughs) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


SouTH AFRICAN TRANSPORTS—THE “ MONGOLIAN.”—Question, Sir Walter 
Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


KrvuGeEr’s TREASURE.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies; Answer, The Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) ... 


RAILWAY FROM LORENZO MARQUES TO THE TRANSVAAL FRONTIER.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Alfred Davies ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne es fos 


SOLDIERS AND THE FRANCHISE.—Question, Mr. Mitchell (Burnley) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


VOLUNTEER BANDS AND ORANGE 0: andes debate Mr. J. F. X. 
O’Brien (Cork) ; Answer, Lord Stanley vs : 


CasE OF Mrs. Mary GoRMAN.—Question, Mr. M‘Dermott es N. i 
Answer, Lord Stanley -_ srk ‘ 


Poona COLLEGE OF SCIENCE.—Question, Mr. Cameron (Durham, hia 
le-Spring) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India Hes gy G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) re . : : hs aes ‘ 


BritisH COMMERCIAL AGENTS ABROAD.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair ii 
Romford) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne zn is ¥“s 


CHINESE INDEMNITY—OPpium Duty.—Question, Sir Mark Stewart oer 
brightshire) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne... ms =P ‘i be 


UNSEAWORTHY SHIPS—THE “ LoutstaNna.”—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade ane Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 


oo THE ScorrisH Coast.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour... cal ‘ us _ a 


BIRMINGHAM Brass FouNDRIES—DEATHS FROM POoISONING.—Question, Dr. 
Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie sia 


Leap POISONING IN PRINTING Orrices.—Question, Mr. aed — ma 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... m bes ‘he ge ; 
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PRISON INDUSTRIES. — Mr. Flower antattie Bi ibe ; _— Mr. 
Ritchie a sak < ; 


PRISON WARDERS.—Question, Mr. nee Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


PENGE MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr, Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) wits ie sid wes en an 
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BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman oe 
Burghs) and Mr. Whitley ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 





PusLic Works Loans [REMISSION Dests].— Committee to consider of autho- 
rising the remission of certain Debts and Fees in pursuance of any Act of 
the present session relating to local loans (King’s Recommendation 
signified), to-morrow.—(Mr. Hanbury, nas me es 


Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment Bill and Factory and 
Workshop Acts Consolidation Bill, Consolidated into Factory 
and Workshops Acts Amendment and Consolidation Bill :— 
Reported from the Standing Committee on Trade, etc., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 291.] 
Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 291.] 


Bill, as amended (by the Standing Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 277.] ... , 


MESSAGE FROM THE KING. 


GRANT TO EArt Roperts.—Mr. A. J. Balfour, at the Bar, acquainted the 
House that he had a Message from His Majesty the King, signed with 
His Majesty’s own hand, and he presented the same to the House, and it 
was read by Mr. Speaker (all the Members of the House being uncovered), 
and is as followeth :— 


Epwarp Rex. 


“His Majesty, taking into consideration the eminent services 
rendered by Field Marshal Earl Roberts of Kandahar, K.G., K.P., 
G.C.B., G.C.S.L, G.C.LE., V.C., Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s 
forces during the war in South Africa, and being desirous in recognition 
of such services to confer upon him some signal mark of His favour, 
recommends to His faithful Commons that he should be enabled to grant 
Earl Roberts the sum of one hundred thousand pounds.” 


Ordered, That His Majesty’s Most Gracious Message be referred to the 
Committee of Supply.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) " se 





Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill.—(Sxconp 
READING. |—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) ... 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, in 
order to add the words ‘ in the opinion of this House, while it is 
expedient that early legislation should be introduced for the readjust- 
ment of the burdens of local taxation, the necessity for which is shown 
in the Reports of the Local Taxation Commission, it is undesirable to 
continue the present grants in relief of certain classes of property under 
the Acts now proposed to be renewed.’”—(Mr. George Whiteley.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ~ ee ais ov ... 430 To 
Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E.R., viaasinetd es ve sie .. 441 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) ... one ies nm ... 442 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) _... én ne ove sos . 449 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) ies a aie ra - 457 GF gt 
Sir Henry Fowler’ (Wolwerhampton, EB.) ... 464 
The President of the Local Government Board 1 (ar. "Walter Long " 
Bristol, 8.) ... 474 Ft 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, 8. ass ee an < w. 485 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford)... ioe be “ae ... 489 
Mr. Batty Langley (Sheffield, Atterdifi). ‘os $06 hex ome. | 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) we sa eis .. 493 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ~ — .. 496 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W. R., Barnsley) Se até .. 496 & 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) . on ons -- 497 
Question put, “That Mr. William Redmond be sainathi from the ser- 
vice of the House.”—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) s 
Mr, William Redmond... des re swe des én .. 499 § 
The House divided :—Ayes, 303; Noes, 71. (Division List No. 368.) : E 
Mr. Speaker then directed Mr. William Redmond to withdraw from the . 
House, and he withdrew accordingly. 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8S.) ... ia he “hs ais .. 503 & 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ... o si = =n ae .. 503 § E 
Mr. Patrick O’ Brien (Kilkenny) ... sei an iv jaa .. 504 


Question put, ‘That Mr. Patrick O’Brien be suspended from the service 
of the House.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 307 ; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 369). 4 B 


Mr. Speaker then directed Mr. Patrick O’Brien to withdraw from the 
House, and he withdrew accordingly. 


Question again proposed. . 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 

Question be now put.” C 
Question put, ‘That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 258 ; Noes, 130. (Division List No. 370.) 
Main question put, “That the Bill be now read a second time.” 1 


The House divided :—Ayes, 247 ; Noes, 129. (Division List No. 372.) 
Bill read a seccnd time, and committed for Thursday. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


House adjourned at Two of the clock. 











Page 


430 
44] 
442 
449 
457 
464 


474 
485 
489 
491 
493 
496 
495 
497 


499 


03 
03 
104 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 30.] 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 30TH JULY, 1901. 
TooK THE OATH.—The Earl Bathurst took the Oath ... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Stockport Corporation Water ” - L. sia —Commons’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to... 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill——Moved, That the Order made on the 
21st day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after Thursday, the 27th day of 
June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 27; agreed 
to ; Bill read 2 accordingly, and committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection a ae a 


Cromer Water Bill—Read 3¢, with the Amendments ; and panel and 
returned to the Commons : 


Shipley Improvement Bill.—Read 3¢; with the Amendments; a further 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
H.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [H.L.]; Electric 
ighting Provisional Orders — ae Bill gage Sprit from the 

Commons agreed to ... és 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill - .L.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [H.L.]; Bridewell Hospital Bill 

Lae -L.]; Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport gmasie Bill [H.L.].— 
eturned from the Commons agreed to... whe ih 


Bradford ni regen Bill ; Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill; 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill; Paisley Police and Public 
Health Bill.— Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter’s 
Water and Improvement Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons 
agreee to, with Amendments.. ot oes a 


Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill [#.1.]; Dover Harbour Bill 
fof South Essex Water Bill [H.L.]; Great ‘Southern and Western 
ailway Bill '[H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed ™ with 
Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to . . 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill; London County Council (General Powers) 
Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration 
of the said Bills, viz.:—E. Waldegrave, L. Lawrence, L. Strathspey 
(E. Seafield), L. Newton (chairman), L. Glenesk ; agreed to ; and the said 
Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on Thursday 
next, at Eleven o'clock; and all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the 
Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills ... Sate ae 


Local: -Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working pe (No. @ Bill.—Read 
3% (according to Order), and passed... - 









No. 2673. 
No. 2674. 





Earl Spencer 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES) :— 


United States (San Francisco). 
United States (Cuba). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


the Table 


RoyvaL Patriotic FuND REportT :— 


Lord James of Hereford ee 


Lord Glenesk 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24 2 (Lord Glenesk.) 


Lord Kenyon 


Royal Titles Bill [.L.}.— 


nd Reading read. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly. 


Lord Burghelere . 
Lord James of Hereford .. 
The Earl of Rosebery 


Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Five of the clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


First two Lords’ Amendments disagreed to without discussion. 


RecisteR Housk, EpINBURGH.—Order by the Secretary for Scotland, pre- 
scribing the conditions of appointment to we in His eT 
General Register House, Edinburgh 


Railways (Continuous Brakes).—Return by the railway companies of the 
United Kingdom for the six months ended the 31st December, 1900 


LonpDoN CorPporaTioN.—Annual Account of the Chamberlain of London, for 
the year ended 3lst December, 1900. Delivered eames to Kis and 
ordered to lie on te 


Plumbers Registration Bill [H.L.] [SzconpD Reapinc].—Order of the 
Day for the Seco 


House in Committee (according to Order). 


Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and 


30TH JULY, 1901. 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill. (By OrprEr.)—Lords’ Amendments 


considered. 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 
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On the Lords’ Amendment in page 4, Clause 3 (“ Equalisation of Rats ”), 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House do disagree 
with the Lords in the said Amendment.” 


Mr. Lecky (Dublin University)... 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin Harbour) 


Mr. Wyndham 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Sir U. Kay- Shuttleworth (Lancashire, Clitheroe) .. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


On the Lords’ Amendment—in page 4, Clause 3, Sub-section 4 (‘ sixpenny 
limit ”)—motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do 
disagree with the Lords in the said Amendment.” 


Mr. Lecky 

Mr. Harrington... 
Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) . 
Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. Arthur Fi a 


Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth . 


Question put, and agreed to. 


The remaining Amendments of the Lords were also disagreed with. 


Committee appointed to draw up Reasons to be assigned to the Lords for 
disagreeing to certain of their Amendments to the Bill. 


Committee nominated of: Mr. Wyndham, Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland, Mr. Solicitor General, Sir Ughtred Kay-Shuttleworth, Mr. 
Lecky, Mr. Harrington, and Mr. 
Quorum.—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


To withdraw immediately. 


Whitmore. 


Three to be the 


Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill wana ——Read the third “a and “— 


with Amendments 


Harrogate Water Bill [Lords|.—King’s consent sei’ Bill read the 


third time, and passed, with aoe. 


Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill poe —Read the third —_ and 


passed, with Amendments 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lords]. 
amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 


Smethwick Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


sidered ; Amendments made ; 


Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill 
considered ; Amendments made ; 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
considered ; to be read the third time ee 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [Lords 


Amendments ... 


(By Orprr.)-—As amended, con- 
Bill to be read the third time sti 


Lords]. 


(By OrpER,)—As 
Bill to be read the third time 


, Bill [Lords] ; 


(By Orper.)-—As amended, 
Bill to be read the third time ... er 


(By Orper.)—As amended, 


Pier and 


Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation Bill (No. ?) Lasaed ——Read .the third time, and passed, with 
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Glasgow C rporaton (Tramwa 7" and General) Order Confirmation 
ill [ [UNDER THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PRocEDURE (Scor- 


enh Lon Nib. _—s the third aan and — without amend- 
ment ‘i Ee 


Education Board Provisional Order (London) Bill [Lords].—Ordered, 
That the Stepney Borough Council be at liberty to attend by Counsel and 
Agent and give evidence before the Committee on the above Bill at their 
sitting on ee Ist oe in —* of the ww Street Site.— 
(Sir J. Gorst.) . ‘ ia 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords].— 
Reported, with Amendments ; — to lie — the —_— and to be 
printed , ; . ; , eee 


Hendon Tramways Bill [Lords]. —Reported aeaanegs not Aaa ed]; 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be printed i 


Raitway Bitts (Group 11),—Mr, Jeffreys reported from the Committee on 
Group 11 of Railway Bills; That, there being no business ready for their 
consideration, the Committee had adjourned till Thursday next, half-past 
Twelve of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table set 


PrivATE BiLLs (Group P).—Sir Frederick Godson reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group P of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, 
they had adjourned till Thursday n next, at half- ie Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS.— 


That they have agreed to, Local Government Provisional Order (Port) 
Bill, without amendment 

That they have agreed to, Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill ; 
Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill ; London and India Docks (New 
Works) Bill; Brighton Corporation Bill; Clyde Valley Electrical 
Power Bill ; Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 

That they have agreed to, Amendment to Albion Steam Coal Company 
Bill [Lords]. 

That they have agreed to, Amendments to Chester Corporation Tramways 
Bill {Lords} ; Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords], without amend- 
ment en we ve see saa oe ss es 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act (1896), Erc., CONTINUANCE BILL.—Petition of 
the Scottish Chamber of Agriculture, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


(CHARITY COMMISSION SCHEMES (TENURE OF OFFICE OF HEAD AND 
ASSISTANT TEACHERS).—Petition of Thomas Allen, for ead = a 
Royal Commission ; to lie upon the Table ... , ‘ 


EpucaTION BiILu.—-Petitions, against, from Hull; Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 
London (four) ; Manchester (three) ; Westminster ; Glasgow ; Charlton ; 
Huddersfield ; Burton- on- Trent ; Hanley : : Leicester ; and Sunderland ; 
to lie upon the Table . one as uF Ze fee abe 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND (Scomann) Bitt.—Petition from Paisley, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ” sine iy me sai 


Lanps VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT (1854) AMENDMENT BILL. —Petition from 
Paisley, itt favottr; to tie upon'the Table = ‘2 si ot 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN vies Bitu.—Petition 
from Alvah, in favour ; to lie upon the Table wal 5 as . 543- 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES).—Copy presented of Return by Railway 
Companies of the United Kingdom for the six months ending the 31st 
December, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... me . 543. 


ReGistER HovusE, EpinsurcH.—Copy presented, of Order by the Secretary 
for Scotland prescribing the conditions of appointment to Clerkships in 
His Majesty’s General Register House, ee [by sacs aa to lie 
upon the Table at w» 543 


Evictions (IRELAND)—Copy weneioaia of Return of Evictions in Ireland for 
the quarter ended 30th June, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 544 


FIsHERIES (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Report of Inspectors of Irish 
Fisheries on the Sea and Inland Fisheries of Ireland for 1900 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table we ' 544 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies praeies of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual _— No. 2670 to 2674 + [by veneers to lie 
upon the Table or : 544 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Chamber 
of London.—Annual Accounts of the Chamberlain of London for the year 
1900 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 292.] vhs sac _ - 544 


SoutH AFRICAN TELEGRAPHS.—Copy ordered, “of the Agreement made 
the 27th day of July, 1901, between ‘His Majesty's Government, 
the Governments of Cape Colony and Natal, the British South 
African Company, and the Eastern and South African Telegraph 
Companies for the Transmission of telegraph traffic to and from 
South Africa; together with a copy of the Treasury Minute thereon, 
dated the 29th day of July, 1901.”—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Copy presented ener ; tolie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 293.] ie Be ade es atk dee eee eal 
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SouTH AFRIcA—CIVIL ADMINISTRATION OF THE NEw CoLoNniEs.—Question, 
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Brampton Gurdon ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War — Brodrick, 


Surrey, Guildford) exe a . : : sda . 545 
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Soipiers’ PRIVATE PRoPpERTY.—Question, Mr. a i Boberts (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ‘< bain a sé ee 
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Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... er on be 
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Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ie shes sik 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH HIGHLANDERS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, Lord Stanley ‘ith es ove ‘on 


DerecTIvE Mark IV. BuLLETs.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answers, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... os 
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—Question, Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


REDUCTION OF COURT-MARTIAL SENTENCES.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell 
(Longford, N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ~ “ ; “as 


Army MEDICAL DEPARTMENT—PROMOTIONS.—Question, = Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick sie ; ~ me 


8TH Kine’s LIVERPOOL REGIMENT.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ... ap we ee Be on ae nos 

Hounstow BarRACKS DRAINAGE, — Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord 
Stanley... ion iis oe A ot i ‘a ‘ 


Navy—INTERCHANGEABLE STEERING GEAR.—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) and Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan 
and Kinross); Answers, The ene to the cid etd Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, We) a 


NaAvAL MANG@UVRES—ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS FOR THE FLEET.— 
Question, Mr. 7 so 88 estat ae di Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ... 5 be eck 


GERMAN TARIFF ON CANADIAN PRoDUCTS.—Question, Mr. Gilbert Parker 
(Gravesend) ; Answer, the Under oe of State for F ait Affairs 
(Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) ‘ see 


Soupan--EpucaTIoN OF NATIVES--GORDON COLLEGE. —Question, Mr. 
Gilbert Parker ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne ses ses ba ous 


Breer BiLL—PRECAUTIONS AGAINST ARSENICAL POoISONING.—Question, Sir 
Cuthbert Quilter (Suffolk, Sudbury) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir M, Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) sxe 


LIVERPOOL REFORMATORY SHIP “ CLARENCE.”—Question, Mr. Chas. M‘Arthur 
(Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, The ee of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. R itchie, Croydon) ; ‘ ‘ile os 


PLUMBISM IN THE PRINTING TRADE.—Question, Mr. ats _ S.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... ins ee wee ees eee 


LONDON SANITATION—REMOVAL OF STABLE REFUSE.—Question, Colonel 
Wyndham Murray (Bath) ; Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) se ove 


BovinE AND HuMAN TUBERCULOSIS—PROPOSED COMMISSION.—Question, 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long... om 
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THAMES UPPER vciiasieiiameliiae Mr. Gilbert Parker; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long .. sos asi ces a ae suk has 


AvocH (ROoSS-SHIRE) CHANNEL LIGHTING.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ie 


NoRTHERN LIGHTHOUSE BoarD. sain Mr. Weir ; A Mr. Gerald 
Balfour _ jem es ; js we ‘ , in 


NortH SEA FISHERIES RESEARCHES. 5— Question, Mr. it (ik, Burgh); 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour.. . 


New GERMAN TARIFF. —Queaon, Mr. Holland (Forshir W.R., weninanes 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. “4 cee 


CANADA AND CATTLE DISEASE Seertariien: —Question, Mr, Crombie 
(Kincardineshire) ; Answer, The President of the Board of se ema 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) : 

Nicut ScHooL GRANTS—MINUTE OF 3RD JULY. deal Dr. Macnamara 


(Camberwell, N,) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


Pustic ELEMENTARY NIGHTS SCHOOLS.—Question, Dr. ada Answer, 
Sir J. Gorst — et ‘a ae Let Ss ee 

MUSSELBURGH INFECTIOUS DISEASES HosPiITAL.—Question, Mr. Munro 
Ferguson (Leith Burghs) ; ‘asec The Lord Advocate - A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) ; 


INLAND REVENUE—PROMOTIONS IN THE CLERICAL DEPARTMENT. een 
Mr. Dillon ; Answer, The Financial mere to the ne anid Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) : ; ; 


REGISTERED LETTER DUTIES IN THE Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Hay 
(Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


E.C, PosTMEN’s GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. Hay ; — Mr. Austen 
” Chamberlain ‘ts des es 2, “ és is _ 


DELAY IN PAYMENT OF POSTMEN’S INCREMENTS. aa Mr. Hay ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain _... wi ef eee ote ove 


GLYNDWYFRDWY PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Osmond Williams 
(Merioneth); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... * Pap eid 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AT VALENTIA, Co. KERRY.—Question, Mr. Boland 
—" S.); wont The Chief Secretary for Ireland panes W _— 


Dover) .. 
JuDICIAL Rents iN Co. KERRY—MArRyY SPILLANE’S ibis dia Mr. 
Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ia ™ 


RaE Estate, Co. KErRy.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell and Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ess sa oo 


IRISH VALUATION APPEALS. silica Mr. seat sista Mr. Wynd- 
ham .... oes oe ‘ Z ae ‘ wale -_ 


BELFAST VALUATION APPEALS, — sional Mr. Mooney; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ove ove nme ‘ ee ons ose oii 


Betrast LoucH MussEL FisHinc TrRADE.—Question, Mr. T. L. Corbett 
(Down, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham si ‘is ea ont ove 
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SMALL’ Houses Acquisition AcT IN DUBLIN. — Mr. raps Ms 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae sie ae wf 


BrosNA—FIRBANE DRAINAGE BOARD.—Questions, Mr. ss tds Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham sis me ra é ‘ae ses 


APJOHN’s EstaTE, County LIMERICK. en Mr. Lundon ma: E. Di 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ved ; 


BALLYSHANNON CONSTABULARY. We samen. Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham - ‘ see wie 


IrIsH SANITARY AREAS. in se Mr. . Tally _— 8); = Mr. 
Wyndham ai as es me ; se 


DISTURBANCES AMONG BELFAST SHIPYARD ite ilbhiaatiaie Mr. O’Dowd 
(Sligo, S.) and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Royat Irish CoNSTABULARY ReEcRUITS—ROMAN CATHOLIC AND 
PROTESTANT CANDIDATES.—Question, Mr. M’Govern; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham iis A me nbs ; ee nts 

LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE GERARD UNION.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham bi ve ss jas és ‘ 

VALUATION OF IRISH PUBLIC HovusEs.—Question, Mr. Mooney; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham cen ase as ‘ie we ine sis 

AUGHNACLIFFE PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. J, P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain sie ae Ses i ne _ 

Irish Factory INSPECTORS.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie.. : se ees sea = ‘ — ada Se 

Cork AssizEs—TRIAL OF Mr. WaAtsu, J.P.—Conpuct or IrisH Lorp 


CulEF JUSTICE.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond, Captain Donelan 
(Cork, E.), and Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Question put, ‘That Mr. O’Shee be suspended from the service of the 
House.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
The House. divided :—Ayes, 258; Noes, 50. (Division List No. 373.) 


Mr. eon then directed Mr. O’Shee to withdraw from the House, and 
.. he withdrew accordingly. 


Royal MESSAGES TO THE IRISH PARLIAMENT, — Mr. 
Clancy (Dublin County, N.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour . ze 7 


IrRIsH GOLD ORNAMENTS. —Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.), 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.), and Lord Balcarres ee eye Ld : 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


Home OFFICE VOTE. — Sir Charles Dilke ; ren Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ~ jue ‘ inp =~ mm — 


PRoposED WIDENING OF PICCADILLY. aati Mr. — — -on- 
Trent) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ‘ar 


Factory AND WorkKsHoPs AcTs CONSOLIDATION BILL.—Question, Mr. Stuart 
Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ; Answer, Mr. A.J. Balfour... bee 


PEERS’ PRIVILEGES.—Question, Sir William Anson aot as Bee 
Answer, Mr. A. J: Balfour bu abe AS 
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Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill:—Reported from the Stand- 


ing Committee on Law, ete., with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 294.] 
Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 294.] 


Bill, as amended (by the Standing Committee), to be taken into considera- 


tion upon Thursday, and to be printed. [No. 278.] ... 


PRIVILEGE—Mr. SECRETARY BRODRICK AND THE “Dainty Mat.” 


NEWSPAPER. 


Mr. Swift MacNeill ——— " 
Mr. Diilon (Mayo, E.) . 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the passages from the Daily 
Mail of this day complained of constitute a breach of the privileges of 
this House.” —( Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘this House do pass to the Public Business of the 
day.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Sir H,. Campbeil-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the passages from the Daily Mail of this day complained 
of constitute a breach of the privileges of this House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Editor and Publisher of 
the Daily Mail do attend at the Bar of the House on Thursday next, 
at Three of the clock.”—(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Mr. Swift MacNeill 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 128 ; Noes, 222. (Division List No. 374.) 


Education (No. 2) Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question prcposed, ‘‘That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.)  «. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the question.” 


VOL. XCVIII. [FouRTH SERIES. | d 


Paye 


582 


588 
592 


on 
<o 
a | 


596 


599 
605 









































TABLE OF CONTENTS. 






July 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, cated 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ss Nes nts = 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ss ae 
The First Lord of the Treasury — A. J. ee Manchester, E. sia ... 620 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ‘ ... 622 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 200 ; Noes, 142. (Division List No. 375.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
{Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) in the Chair.] 
CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2. 
PA 


Cuass IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,647,716, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Board of Education, and of the various Establish- 
ments connected therewith, including sundry Grants-in-Aid.” 


The Vice-President of the Board — Education _—,s J. Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University) ies 625 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ... 7 ie ssi om iis ... 635 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £200, in respect of the Salary of the Vice-President of the 
Council.” —(Mr. Whitley.) 


Sir Savile Crossley (Halifax) sion snd ven isin sas w- 642 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) eu yee xe si . 643 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) . ‘i 7 a oe 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (W iltshire, Cricklade) blot ats ... 659 
Mr. Norval W. Helme (Lancashire, anaes pit ae ‘ae .» 661 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne)... x6 4 wre .. 663 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., 9 il a ies ve ... 664 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ifs we ‘i ... 664 
Mr. Bryce ( Aberdeen, — sie Ses os bes is 67 
Sir J. Gorst o ‘ _ — _ _ we no Ce 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 173. (Division List No. 376.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 

Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 

Committee to sit again to-morrow, 


East Inpta Loan (GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES).— 
Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


The — of State - India the Lord George Hami'ton, Middleser, 
Ealing) .. ss a ode set in, ONE 
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Motion made, and Question put, ‘‘ That it is expedient to authorise the 
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ae Secretary of State in Council of India to raise in the United Kingdom 

610 any sum or sums of money, not exceeding £3,220,900, for paying 
off or redeeming debentures of the Great Indian Peninsula Railwa 

620 8 . y 

629 Company on the security of the Revenues of India, and to make 

vF provision for the purposes relating thereto.”—(Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 188 ; Noes, 43. (Division List No. 377.) 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Secretary of State in 
Council of India to raise in the United Kingdom any sum or sums 
of money, not exceeding £3,220,900, for paying off or redeeming 
debentures of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company on the 
security of the Revenues of India, and to make provision for the 
purposes relating thereto. 

Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 

PaciFic CABLE (MonrEy).—Considered in Committee. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘That it is expedient to make 
provision for the construction and working of a Pacific Cable and to 
authorise the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums not 
exceeding £2,000,000 as may be required for such purpose, and for 
the repayment of any temporary loan raised for the same purpose ; 
to authorise the Treasury to borrow money for the issue and repay- 
ment of such sums by means of terminable annuities the principal 
and interest of which shall be charged on the Consolidated Fund ; 
and to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be provided by 

625 § Parliament, of the annual expenses of the Pacific Cable.”—(Mr. Austen 
635 § Chamberlain.) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 
642 
43 «On Mr. A. J. Balfour 
aad Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
61 FF Original Question again proposed. 
“4 The Financial Secretary y to the Treasui "y ae Austen es sr 
564 Worcestershire, E.) . , 
67 «=O Mr. Dillon ‘ 
77 Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Chairman do report Progress, 


and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 
The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 64 ; Noes, 151. (Division List No. 378.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.). 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) — . 

Mr. Harrington (Dublin Harbour) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour ~ 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W. ) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. 

The Chancellor of the eee (Si M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. ") 
Mr John Redmond ; 

Mr. Dillon 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 66. (Division List No. 379.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158; Noes, 44. (Division List No. 380.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient to make provision for the construction and 
working of a Pacific Cable and to authorise the issue out of the 
Consolidated Fund of such sums not exceeding £2,000,000 as may be 
required for such purpose and for the repayment of any temporary 
loan raised for the same purpose ; to authorise the Treasury to borrow 
money for the issue and repayment of such sums by means of termin- 
able annuities the principal and interest of which shall be charged on 
the Consolidated Fund ; and to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of the annual expenses of the Pacific 
Cable. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 
In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Two of the Clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 31st JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill.—Reasons for disagreeing to the 
Lords’ Amendments reported, and agreed to. To be communicated 
to the Lords.. - ees Aes me” Beiods 


Golborne Gas Bill; Taff Vale Railway Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to ... oe ¥ oh ne ~~ es ~ se 


Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill pes —Read the third time. and sein 
with Amendments 


Lowestoft Corporation Bill [Lords]; Southport Water (Transfer) Bill 
{Lords |.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time es 


Llanelly Harbour Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL Rates AcT (1896), ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL.—Petition from 
Lanark, against ; to lie upon the Table ia — + 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Skelton and Brotton ; and Skelton-in-Cleveland (three), to lie — 
the Table ‘ é a ae pi 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petitions against, from Wallasey ; 
Liverpool (four) ; Woodbridge ; Birkenhead (two) ; and London ; to lie 
upon the Table is ae vi ‘a eae sie 


Page 

















Ju 


M 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 



















































age 
July 31.) Page 
tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
QUEEN’S COLLEGE (CorkK).—Copy presented, of Report of the President for 
the Session 1900-1901, with oo [by aeaniine to lie a 
the Table oe 697 
BoaRD OF TRADE paren ‘easisiawts ABSTRACT OF FOREIGN LABOUR 
Statistics.—Copy presented, of Second Abstract of Foreign Labour 
Statistics [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... ah i --- 698 
CONCILIATION Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Second Report by the Board 
of Trade of Proceedings under the Conciliation Act, 1896 [by inti to lie 
upon the Table ae , 698 
METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES lieien —Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 11th July ; Mr. Grant Law —— to lie _ the via 
and to be printed. [No. 295.] 4 . 698 
Miuitary Works (Mongy).—Committee to consider of authorising the issue 
out of the Consolidated Fund of such sums as may be required for the 
purpose of Military Works and Services (King’s Recommendation signi- 
fied), to-morrow.—(Lord Stanley.) ... od si - .-- 698 
Franchise and Removal of Women’s Disabilities Bill—Order for 
Second Reading to-morrow read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn ... 698 
Shops Bill.—-Urder for Second Reading to-morrow read, and oe 
Bill withdrawn os 698 
SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
7 Grant TO Lorp Roperts.—King’s Message [29th July] read. 
‘ 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)  ... 698 
17 Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, uot exceeding 
£100,000, be granted to His Majesty, to be issued to Field Marshal 
Earl Roberts of Kandahar, K.G., K.P., G.C.B., G.OS.L, G.OLE., 
7 V.C., Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’ s Forces, i in recognition of 
his eminent services during the war in South Africa. 
7 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman pee ee se ‘“ pe << 
s Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)  . 7 so sik .» 707 
7 Mr. Haldane (Huddingtonshire) ae ay ah aa oc 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.)  ... ‘ ve me rs cop « to 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) , a wes oi 
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Mr. Labouchere (Northampton). ; nits wn .. 126 
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Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) .. sit — ai ia we 042 
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ra Mr, A. J. Balfour ‘ cee on ‘ate we 108 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 257 ; Noes, 108. (Division List No. 381.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 281 ; Noes, 73. (Division List No. 382.) 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again upon Friday. 


SUPPLY [5TH Juty|—Report.—Resolution reported. 


Navy Estates, 1901-2. 
Vote 8. Section 2. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £5,306,500, be = to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of the Matériel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Mainten- 
ance, etc., including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards and 
Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 


Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘ £5,306,500’ and insert ‘£4,306,500’ instead 
thereof.”—-(M/r. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ £5,306,500’ stand part of the resolution.” 


Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) . 


Question put. 


res The House divided :—Ayes, 229 ; Noes, 56. (Division List No. 383.) 


Resolution agreed to. 


East InpIA Loan (GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES).— 


Resolution reported, “That it is expedient to authorise the Secretary 
of State in Council of India to raise in the United Kingdom any sum or 
sums of money, not exceeding £3,220,900, for paying off or redeeming 
Debentures of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company on the 
security of the revenues of India, and to make provision for the purposes 
relating thereto.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question put, “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 221 ; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 384.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by: ain Lord ahaa Hamilton and 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain eee ove 


East India Loan (Great Indian Peninsula Railway Debentures) Bill. — 


“To enable the Secretary of State in Council of India to raise money in 
the United Kingdom for the purpose of paying off or redeeming Deben- 
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tures of the Great India Peninsula Railway Company,” presented accord- 
ingly ; and read the first time; to be read a second time to-morrow, and 
to be printed. [Bill 279.] ... wih ia sin sie ee ee: 


PaciFic CABLE [MONEY].—Resolution reported, “That it is expedient to 
make provision for the construction and working of a Pacific cable, and 
to authorise the issue out of the Consolidated Fund of such sums not 
exceeding £2,000,000 as may be required for such purpose, and for the 
repayment of any temporary loan raised for the same purpose; to 
authorise the Treasury to borrow money for the issue and repayment of 
such sums by means of terminable annuities, the principal and interest of 
which shall be charged on the Consolidated Fund, and to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of the annual 
expenses of the Pacific Cable.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Dillon ar oF sit - fs 8 re a 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) ... ake ies oa es rr ne 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... ve ai as a Pm ih 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 166; Noes, 71. (Division List No. 385.) 

Question put accordingly. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 180 ; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 386.) 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and Mr. Secretary Chamberlain. 


Pacific Cable Bill.—‘‘To provide for the Construction and Working of a 
Submarine Cable from the Island of Vancouver to New Zealand and to 
Queensland,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 280.] 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter before Eight of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Bournemouth Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water 
and Improvement Bill [H.L.].—Cemmons’ Amendments considered, and 


agreed to ie ae vie sen nas en — = ~. 185 


Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill—Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments i a ae a ae 
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Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill—Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments e Bis me sic ~ nes 




























London County Council (General Powers) Bill—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 20th of June and 
Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill committed for Tuesday next ... 


Mond Gas Bill.—Read 3%, with the Amendments ; further Amendments made, 
Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... i ia ie i 


Glasgow Corporation (Tramways and General) Order Confirma- 
tion Bill |4.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to se ies 


Golborne Gas Bill; Taff Vale Railway Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to st nse ose ee 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill [u.1.]; Pier and Har- 
bour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [H.L.] ; Tramways Orders Confirma- 
tion (No, 2) Bill [H.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ; the said Amendments to be considered to-morrow 


Christ's Hospital (London) Bill [H.L.]; Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [x.1.] ; 
Harrogate Water Bill [H.t.]; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas _Bill.— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to oe ew 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill—Returned from the Commons with 
several of the Amendments made by the Lords agreed to ; and several 
others disagreed to, for which disagreement the Commons assign reasons. 
The said reasons for disagreement to be printed, and to be considered 
to-morrow. (No. 183) : vei 


Derby Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments ... ae wee sii suk are ‘ie oe wos 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]—Read 3 
(according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ae 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
APPEAL COMMITTEE.—Third Report from, read, and agreed to 
co 


TRADE REPORTS :— 
I. Annual Series: 
No. 2675, China (Kui Kiang) ; No. 2676, China (Canton). 
II. Miscellaneous Series : 
No. 562, Coal and Coke: Trade of the United States 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Return of Evictions in Ireland for the Quarter ended 
30th June, 1901 ane ; on is te gs et 


QUEEN’s CoLLEGE, Cork.—Annual Report of the President for the Session 
1900-1901 sn a see oe fee : 


QUEEN’s COLLEGE, BELFAsT.—-Annual Report of the President for the year 
1901 vias) — gt ae ent sas 
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BoaRD OF TRADE (LABOUR pe amapsoetiod —Second Abstract of sein 
Labour Statistics sas wit nik ve 


FISHERIES (IRELAND).—Report of the Department of alia and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland on the Seaand Inland Fisheries of Ireland, for the 
year 1900 sé we . 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Court OF PropaTe Division (HicH Court OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND).— 
Annual account of receipts and disbursements, for the Aiba ended 31st 
December, 1900 - ; el : = sas 


Sea AND Coast FIsHERIES FuND (IRELAND) (NON-CONGESTED DISTRICTS).— 
Account for the year ended 31st December, 1900 ... 7” re vie 


BoaRD OF TRADE.—Third Report, by the Board of Trade, of aie ea 
under the Conciliation (Trade Disputes) Act, 1896 ‘ 


WinTER Assizes Act, 1876.—-Seven Orders in Council of 24th ite 1901, 
relating to the ensuing Winter Assizes ; 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS, 1894 AND 1898.—Order in Council of 24th ore 
1901, altering the scale, rule, and exemptions, for the purpose of levying 
light due under the Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act, 1898 


FOREIGN DESERTERS ACT, 1852, AND MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894.— 
Order in Council of 24th J uly, 1901, revoking Orders in Council relating 
to merchant seamen deserters of the R epublics of Chili and Nicaragua, the 
Kingdom of Madagascar, the Regency of Tunis, and the Kingdom of F Hawaii 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890,—Orders in the Council of 24th July, 1901 :— 


I. Providing for the exercise of His Majesty’s jurisdiction in the Lagos 
Protectorate. 
II. Entitled, ‘‘ The Brunei Order in Council, 1901.” 
III. Entitled, ‘The Wei-hai-wei Order in Council, 1901.” ; 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LanD LAw (IRELAND) ACT, 1887.—Return showing the Variation in Judicial 
Rents made under the provisions of the Twenty-ninth Section of the Land 
Law (Ireland) Act, 1887, in each of the years 1887 1888, and 1889, and the 
Average Variation for the whole of those years ; such Return to be in the 
iain form :— 
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Percentage and Poundages of Variation (i.¢., hiaduatien or Increase) i in the 
Year| Judicial Rents payable in respect of the Year commencing from the 
te Gale Day next before the 23rd August, 1887, and from the first 
F Gale Day in the Yoon 1881 and 1889. 
Poor |which 
No. Law Judi- Pe 
Union, | cial 1887. 1888. 1889. 
Rent Sedieuan ~ 
was educe | | Reduced | Reduced 
fixed. — Per £. or P head Per £. or a er |Per £. 
Increased. "| Increased.| “©” \Increased. | _ 
fea! x ie ts oe SS ee 
| | | s. d.! s. d. s. d. 
1 | Abbey: | 1881 |Reduced - | 2 4}/Reduced - 5#] 1 13|/Reduced - 4/0 9% 
leix | 1882 4 -| ? oe i? ae 5/1 0 
1883 “4 Be mets 26 owe 54} 1 14 
1884 » *| ye 94] 1 10% ie a 74,1 6 
| 1385 | — — | Ni} Ni] ~ | Nil }Na 
* hein. —oe to the foregoing for this and each other Poor sale 


Ordered to be laid before the House.—(The Earl of Mayo) 
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GRANT To Eart RoBerts— 

The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) ... 


Moved, “That His Majesty’s Most Gracious Message of Monday last be 
now. considered, and that a humble Address of thanks and concurrence 
be presented to His Majesty thereupon.”—(Zhe Marquess of 
Salisbury.) 


Earl Spencer 






































On Question, motion agreed to nemine dissentiente. The said Address to 
be presented to His Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. 


Royal Declaration Bill [H...].—Order of the Day for the House to be put 
into Committee read. 


Moved, That the House do now resolve itself into Committee 
The Earl of Rosebery 


Amendment moved—— 


“To leave out all the words after ‘That,’ and insert ‘ the Order of 
the 23rd of July last, committing the Billto a Committee of the Whole 
House, be discharged ; and that the Bill be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee.’”——( The Earl of Rosebery.) 


The Earl of Crewe 

Lord Stanmore ; sh ves 

The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 

The Earl of Portsmouth ... yes ‘ie 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 
The Lord Bishop of Salisbur: se 
Viscount Halifaz ... we 

The Lord Bishop of Ripon 

The Duke of Norfolk 

Lord Braye oe 


On Question, Whether the words proposed to be left out shall stand part 
of the motion, their Lordships divided :--Contents, 105; Non-con- 
tents, 20. 


House in Committee accordingly. 
Clause 1 :— 
The Earl of Kilmorey 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out from ‘do’ to the end of the 
clause, and to insert ‘in the presence of Almighty God, and before this 
great assembly of My people, solemnly and sincerely declare, without 
evasion, equivocation, or mental reservation whatsoever, that I ever 
have been, am, and ever will remain a steadfast member of the 
Reformed Church of England as established by Law; and that, as 
such, I do and will continue to disbelieve in and dissent from and 
reject all such doctrines of Religion as are at variance with those of the 
Protestant Faith, which I profess and swear to support and maintain ; 
and, moreover, that I do and will ever repudiate all foreign claims, if 
any, to command allegiance and exercise authority, in matters spiritual 
as well as temporal, within My Dominions: So help me God.’”— 
(The Earl of Kilmorey.) 
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Lord Tweedmouth ... we 
The Marquess of Salisbury 
Viscount Llandaff... i 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester 
The Marquess of Salisbury 

The Earl of Rosebery 

The Earl of Portsmouth 

Lord Stanmore 

Lord Braye Hee 

The Earl of Halsbury 

The Earl of Kilmorey 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Earl Grey... 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 1, line 10, to leave out from ‘that’ to ‘ believe’ in line 17, 
and insert ‘I will, to the utmost of my power, maintain the Laws of 
God, the true profession of the Gospel, and the Protestant Reformed 
Religion, as established by Law.’ ”—(The Earl Grey.) 


On Question, Whether the words proposed to be left out shall stand part 
of the clause, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 84 ; Non-contents 
24, 


Viscount Halifax ... 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 1, line 10, after ‘ believe,’ to insert ‘I am a member of 
the Church of England, as by Law established, the doctrines of which 
Church I unfeignedly believe and profess.’”—(Viscount Halifaz.) 


Viscount Cross 
Lord Davey 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 14 ; Non-contents, 79. 
Viscount Llandaff 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 1, line 10, to leave out from ‘that’ to ‘and’ in line 
17, and to insert ‘I do unfeignedly believe in the doctrines of the 
Church as by law established in this Realm; and I do reject all 
doctrines opposed to, or inconsistent with, the tenets of that Church.’” 
—(Viscount Llandaff.) 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 
The Lord Bishop of Salisbury 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 10, to leave out from ‘ believe’ to ‘ whatsoever’ in 
line 14, and to insert ‘in the Gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ, and 
assent to the doctrine of the Church as by law established in this Realm, 
and reject the doctrines of the Church of Rome on the supremacy, 
infallibility, and dispensing power of the Pope and on transubstantia- 

_ tion.’ ”-—-(The Lord Bishop of Salisbury.) 


The Marquess of Salisbury 
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On Question, Whether the words proposed to be left out shall stand part 


of the clause, House divided :—Contents, 77 ; Non-contents, 6. 
The Lord Bishop of Salisbury 
Amendment moved— 


; “In line 14, to leave out from ‘invocation of’ to ‘saint,’ and to 
insert ‘saints.’”—(The Lord Bishop of Salisbury.) 


Earl Spencer sae _— 
The Lord Bishop of Salisbury 


‘On Question, Amendment negatived. 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 


Amendment moved— 


“ In page 1, line 15, to leave out from ‘as’ to ‘ Rome’ in line 16.”— 
(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


The Marquess of Salisbury 
The Duke of Norfolk 

The Earl of Portsmouth 
Lord Braye es ane 
The Earl of Camperdown 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Bill reported, without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 


Larceny Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). Bill reported 
fsv-- without amendment, Standing Committee negatived; and Bill to be 
read 3% to-morrow ses ba Ke as ie ss a 


Patent Law Amendment Bill [H.L.].—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


The Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Eurl of Dudley) 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2%.”—(The Earl of Dudley.) 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow ; and Standing Order 
No. XX XIX. to be considered in order to its being dispensed with. 


Royal Titles Bill (1.1. ].—Order of the Day for the Third Reading read. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 34.”—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Earl Spencer sis er 
The Marquess of Salisbury 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 3¢ accordingly, and passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


Education (No. 2) Bill—Brought from the Commons. Read 17; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2% to-morrow. (Zhe Lord President, D. Devon- 
shire.) (No. 184.) i vin os ie vie ove 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Eight of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, Ist AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Metropolitan District Railway Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, 

and agreed to ... " as ox as sis sas ae sive 


829 
834 
| Arlesey Gas Bill [Lords] ; Bethlem Hospital Bill [Lords].—Read the third 


time, and passed, with an Amendment 834 


829 
829 F Dover Corporation Bill [Lords]; Easton and Church Hope Railway Bill 
[Lords] ; Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [Lords] ; Salford Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]; South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover 
830 Railways Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments ... ae is aes 0 a af ee ose owe §=834 


Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords]; Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill 
: [Lords}—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time .. 834 
830 F Ripon Corporation Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; a clause added ; 
aa Amendments made ; bill to be read the third time ee sais ... 834 
831 f Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords].—Reported, without 
831 F amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Keport to lie upon the Table, 

and tobe printed. Bill to be considered to-morrow rn Ses w. 834 


) Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Lords].—Reported, without 
amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. Bill to be considered to-morrow es wi ... 835. 


Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, etc.) Bill [Lords],— 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed a ee 835. 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords]. 
Reported with Amendments (Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow ... 835 


831 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 

832 That they have agreed to :—Local Government Provisional Orders (No, 7) 

Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill, without amendment. 


That they have agreed to Cromer Water Bill ; Shipley Improvement Bill, 
with Amendments, 


That they have agreed to Amendments to :—Stockport Corporation Water 
Bill [Lords] ; Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Dover 
Harbour Bill [Lords]; South Essex Water Bill Horde] ; Great 
ass Southern and Western Railway Bill [Lords]: without amendment ... 835 
833 
PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES AcT (1896), ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL.—Petitions in 
favour from Kirriemuir, and Perthshire ; to lie upon the Table... .. 835 


SOVEREIGN’s OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Two petitions from Liverpool against ; 


833 to lie upon the Table ... ss i bi. Ee wie oe we 835 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CONCILIATION AcT, 1896.—Paper [presented 31st July] to be printed 
Le. 5 er ie se see ssa wae on _ wi 


WINTER AssizEs ACTS, 1876 AND 1877.—Copy presented of seven Orders 
of Council of the 24th July, 1901, oe to the _s Winter Assizes 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ove 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894, ‘AND MERCHANT SHIPPING sdiaiaiaaeh 
MARINE FuND) Act, 1898.—Copy presented of Orderin Council of the 
24th July, 1901, altering the Scale, Rules, and Exemptions for the pur- 
pose of levying Light Dues under the Merchant Shipping sp cua 
Marine Fund) Act, 1898 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table a 


FoREIGN, DESERTERS ACT, 1852, AND MERCHANT SHIPPING AcT, 1894.— 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of the 24th July, 1901, revoking 
Orders in Council relating to Merchant Seamen Deserters of the Republics 
of Chili and Nicaragua, the Kingdom of Madagascar, the Regency of 
Tunis, and the Kingdom of Hawaii Thy Act]; to lie upor the Table , 


ForREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 24th July, 1901, providing for the exercise of His Majesty’s jurisdic- 
tion in the Lagos Protectorate ‘oy Act]; to lie upon the Table . _ 


FoREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 24th July, 1901, entitled the Brunei Order in Council, 1901 [by sake 
to lie upon the Table.. . 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. _ pened, of Order in Council of 
the 24th July, 1901, entitled the Wei-hai-wei Order in Council, 1901 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table ... os 


Reticious Insrructors.—Return sisal, relative thereto ‘aie 
12th July; Mr. Falbet] to lie — the uaa and to be — 
[No. 297. ] : : 


Court oF ProBpaTE Division (HiGH Court oF JUSTICE) (IRELAND).— 
Annual Account presented, of Receipts and Disbursements for the year 
ended 31st December, 1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


Sea and Coast FisHERIES FuND (IRELAND) (NoN-ConGEsTED Districts). 
—Account presented, for the — ended 31st December, 1900 [by o ; 
to lie upon the Table .. 


TrapeE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). —Copies presented, of Diplomatic “rs 
Consular Reports, Annual series, Nos. 2675 and 2676 [by isa 
lie upon the Table ee ' ? bs 


‘TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of ya 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous reais No. 562 [by commen ake 
lie upon the Table - 


QvEEN’s COLLEGE (BELFAsT).— Copy presented, of Annual Report of the 
President for 1900-1901 |by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... ; 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HovusE.—Royal Uni- 
versity of Ireland. Copy of Account of Receipts and Expenditure of the 
Royal University of Ireland for the year ended 31st March, 1901, 
together with the report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 

[by-Act] ;-to be printed....[No. 298.] os oh wk Ses 
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| County Court VALUERS (IRELAND). —Return ordered, “ of the names, qualifica- 
tions, and remuneration of the gentlemen employed as county court 
valuers during the three years ended the 31st day of March, 1901, pur- 
suant to Section 32 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887, in the followi ring 
form :—(1) name ; (2) date of nomination pursuant to Section 32 of the 
Act of 1887 ; (3) residence at date of nomination ; (4) locality in which prac- 
tical experience of land acquired; (5) where educated ; (6) previous 
occupation ; (7) acreage of land farmed; (8) whether held as owner or 
tenant ; (9) what other experience in agriculture ; (10) what experience 
in valuing, mapping, and surveying; (11) remuneration.”—( Mr. Jordan.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTtH AFRICAN WAR—BOER PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA—SHOOTING OF 


GopEFROY.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. 


SuccGEsTeD GRANT TO SiR REDVERS BULLER.—Questions, Mr. Dillon iia 
E.) and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.); Answers, The First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) hie ‘ 


MasoR-GENERAL BADEN POWELL—LEAVE OF iiulesiililc tindilli Mr. 
Dillon ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies - J. Cham- 
berlain, Birmingham, W.) _ ... ose vee ; 


TRANSVAAL Pass AND GOLD Laws. Eerrenrey” Sir Charles Dilke ‘tials 
shire, Forest of Dean), Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.), and 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


SoutH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY. ising Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain as nee _ age a Sie 


RECRUITS FOR SERVICE IN SouTtH AFRICA—MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS.— 
Questions, Captain Norton aaa W. tie and Sir Charles Dilke ; 
Answers, Lord Stanley ; 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS—COMFORTS FOR THE BOER tens 
Mr. Dillon; Answer, Lord Stanley... ‘5 wh det ae 


» Cost oF THE WaR.—Question, Mr, ~_— George en sid 


Answer, Lord Stanley... 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH HIGHLANDERS. seicceiaaey Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. ase bas nea is 


Sotprers’ MEssING ALLOWANCES.—Question, Colonel Legge a —— s, 
Hanover Square) ; Answer, Lord Stanley nh 


' CAvaALRY Fretp Service WEIGHTS.—Questions, Colonel << and Mr. 


Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) ; Answers, Lord Stanley 


TRAINING OF ARMY TEACHERS. ene Mr. Yoxall clined W.) 
Answer, Lord Stanley... és : i pe 


RoyaL GARRISON REGIMENTAL OFFICERS.—Question, Sir J. isi (Man- 
chester, N.E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley xs a sn 


WoxkING ARTILLERY BARRACKS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; va Lord Stanley 
PIERSHILL BARRACK, EDINBURGH. Sc aca le Mr. Weir; Answer,’ Lord 
Stanley is en — ‘a ‘ia ne —_ a 


5TH BATTALION CONNAUGHT RANGERS.—Questions, Mr. Tully ee is 
and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. ‘ 
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IrisH Barrack ConTRACTS.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


MILITARY OFFENCES IN THE FIELD—Case oF PrivaTE MELLIN.—Question, 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Lord Stanley is 


InDIA—THE STATE AND PRIVATE EDUCATIONAL ENTERPRISE.—Question, 
Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton); Answer, The Secretary of 
State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) be oa 


INDIAN RAILWAY ARREARS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis — KA eaptiit ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ... am si ‘a 


ScinDE, PUNJAB, AND DELHI RaiLway.—Question, Mr. Caine seed 
Camborne) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton “ ibe io és 


INDIAN ARMY—SERVICE BEYOND THE FRONTIER.—Question, Mr. Caine ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton see zhi jes i ; a 


Coorer’s HILL CoLLece.—Question, Sir William Anson — University) ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton isp re : ies viv 


PROVISION FOR SAILors’ WIDOWS AND ORPHANS.—Question, Mr. Harms- 
worth (Caithness-shire) ; ~ ipa The is ota to the marie i 
Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. ' ; 


NAVAL OFFICERS AND THE ADORNMENT OF Scisbiiaaii tai Mr. 
Harmsworth ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... : sia sie sha 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY IN THE NAvY—SIGNALLING ARRANGEMENTS, — 
Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster... ba 


ACCOUNTANT BRANCH OF THE _edgaainianbates Mr. — slit sae 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... ‘ - 


New Roya YAcHT.—Question, Mr. Edmund liaietiinies Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ; vs ee , Be ie Bas 


CHINA—FORTIFICATION OF THE FOREIGN LEGATIONS AT PEKING.—Question, 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley); Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Vi iscount Cranborne, Rochester) .. 


BRITISH CONSULATE AT ODESSA.—Question, Mr. Yoxall; Answer, Viscount 
Cranborne ee ee Zs es ale igs ane 

TrusTEE AcT, 1893—SuUGGESTED AMENDMENTS.—Question, Mr. Alfred 
Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ‘ sks at ins a iad 


MILLWALL Fruit PRESERVING FAacTtoRY—REPORT OF ACCIDENTS.—Ques- 


tion, Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) ; Answer, The prepa of State 
for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... ; 


SHUNTING FATALITY ON THE NortH British RartLway.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade ai Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) ”" 


HIGHLAND MAIL sities <Alabineds Mr. ‘Weir; dale Mr. Gerald 
Balfour -- ae Roe sy ae es * 

BoarRD OF TRADE STAFF.—Question, _— Norton ; ramen Mr. Gerald 
Balfour... ess, = — eas ga ke asa 7 


METROPOLITAN BorouGH CouNCILs’ CompuLsory PowErs.—-Question, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The President 
of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) ... i 
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ScHooL AccOUNTS—DISCOUNTS FOR SCHOOL APPLIANCES.—Question, Mr. 
Yoxall; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) ing i ae ies a 

ScHooL BoarpD HIGHER GRADE SCHOOLS.—-Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 68 2s ; 

OVERTIME WORKED BY BIRMINGHAM TELEGRAPHISTS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain, Worcestershire, E.) . x aid 

LonpoN Districr Post OFrFricEsS—Risk ALLOWANCES.—Question, Major 
Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, nay ene Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain .. 53 sk mee : re ai in ave 

GENERAL Posr Orrice—OLD CouUNTER ESfABLISHMENT AND Risk 
ALLOWANCES.—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ‘ve ony a es aes mee 


RuRAL POSTMEN AND CHRISTMAS OVERTIME.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


County Kerry SuB-CoMMISSIONERS.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) and 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, The Chief isa ahs for Ireland — 
Wyndham, Dover) _.. 


TARBERT AND BALLYLONGFORD Court HovuseEs.—Questions, Mr. “Fin 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham a sie ans ey 

Fenit HARBOUR BoaRD.—Questions, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. W. salads sp 

Francis Comyn Woopstock’s Estate, County GALWAY.—Question, Mr. 
Leamy (Kildare, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ~ ne 

SNARING GROUND GAME IN GALWAY. ihe Mr. Roche — E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham es = nie Soe 


Irish TEACHERS’ PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ee Ww ) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sity i vies “ed #6 ; 
Irish EDUCATION GRANTS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham iS ie Zs se sine mS ae 
TEACHERS’ SALARIES AND THE ReEstIpUAL GRANT.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
O'Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ws ve Be 
ASSISTANT TEACHERS’ SALARIES.—-Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham us as oi om 6 os ay 
BoYCOTTING IN County SLIGO.—Questions, Mr. William Johnston and Mr. 
O’Dowd (Sligo, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham : 


Wuite Estate, Banrry.—Question, Mr. sai al si ork “County Ww); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ti 

RaILwAY AND HARBOUR GUARANTEES, COUNTY sna iepuilit Mr. 
Thomas O’Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham es his ia 


BANAGHER GREAT Fair. scone Mr. _— (King 8 pea Birr ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham : ws fa 


SHILLELAGH UNION nei amine Mr. James O'Connor; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham iy ” Me dei 7 vie asi 


IkisH RAILWAY AMALGAMATION—Goops RaTEs.—Question, Mr. O’Shaugh- 
nessy (Limerick, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham i ~~ we 
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RAILWAY RATES FoR [rIsH BUTTER. —Question, Mr. O’Shaughnessy ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... Pas = 66 ei Fe af Jee 


EX-SERGEANT SHERIDAN, R.I.C.—Questions, Mr. Dillon, Captain Donelan 
(Cork, E.), Mr. Lundon heanascings sii and Mr. Tully ; Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham - Ane wel abe (il wi 


Bantry Bay ForEsHoRE.—Questions, Mr. Gilhooly and Mr. Flavin ; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


INNISKEEN PoSTMASTERSHIP.—Questions, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, yo and Mr. 
William Johnston; Answer, Mr, Austen Chamberlain 


CroaGH VILLAGE PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS. — Mr. OShanghnesy 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain me - vs se he 


IRISH UNESTABLISHED POsTMEN’S OVERCOATS. —_— — Donelan ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain a ; ids ns 


RiotinG AMONGST THE BELFAST SHIPYARD WORKERS.—Questions, Mr. John 
Redmond seeped and Mr. T. M. Healy =" N ); Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham ss os oe 


In1sH LAND PURCHASE.—Questions, Mr. - Bly ati N.); Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham and Mr. A. J. Balfour . i — a 


NAVAL AND Miirary Works BILus.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
(Bristol, E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... * : bs 


PROTECTION OF TRADE UNION FuNDs.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour oe — — ee © tps 


Scottish Estimates.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Caine, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.), Mr. John Redmond, 
and Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby); Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... m Was vii ies al abs ‘iis di at 


KITCHEN AND REFRESHMEMT Rooms (House or Commons).—-Power given 
to the Select Committee to report their observations ; Report brought up 
and read; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 299.] 


STEAMSHIP SuBsipIES.—Report from the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence, brought up and read [Inquiry not completed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 300.] .. iis ma in 





Loan Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1 :— 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed,-—‘‘ That Clause 1 stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 


Amendment proposed :—“‘To leave out ‘£60,000,000’ and _ insert 
‘ £10,000,000.’ ”—( Mr. Cawley). 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer ae M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. f 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) ... 
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Mr. 








Labouchere 


Mr. Lloyd-George ; 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport)... 
Mr, Flynn (Cork, N.) ‘88 


Question put. 


TABLE 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn ee 
Sir William Harcourt 

Sir M. Hicks Beach ae sa 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Bor oughs) ie 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) a ee 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ‘3 
Mr. Sydney Buxton aaa ‘Hamlets, ss Poplar 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 216 ; Noes, 111. 


Bill reported, without amendment ; 


NavaL Works [ConsoLipateD FunpD].— 


OF CONTENTS. 


“That Clause 1 stand part of 


(Division List No. 387.) 


to be read the third time to-morrow. 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it is expedient to make 
further provision for the Construction of Works in the United 
Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal Navy, and to 
authorise the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums, not 
exceeding in the whole £6,157,000, as may be required for those 
purposes, and to apply the provisions of the Naval Works Act, 1895 
(as to the mode of raising money), to the said purposes, and to 
authorise the Treasury to borrow such sums as have been issued for 
the purpose of the Naval Works Acts, 1896 and 1897, and which the 
surplus applied under Section 4 of the Naval Works Act, 1896, was 
insufficient to pay.” —(Mr. Pretyman.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ... 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. ee Manchester, ‘E. iia 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... : 

Mr, Edmund Robertson (Dundee)... 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. P; elyman, ‘Suffolk, W ‘oodlbridye) . 





Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 191 ; Noes, 56. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


(Division List No. 388.) 


Miirary Works [Money].—Considered in Committee. 


{Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 


e2 


The Financial Secretary to the War dais ita Stanley, Lancashire, 
Westhoughton) .. 


Motion made, and Question seach “That it is siiiiiaaes to make 
further provision for certain Military Works and Services, and for 
that purpose to authorise the issue out of the Consolidated Fund of 
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such further sums, not exceeding in the whole £6,352,500, such sums 
to be raised in manner provided by the Military Works Act, 1897.” 
—(Lord Stanley.) 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found present-- 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse... ya wis ee 
Sir Chas. Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ... 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) ss ons ees 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ee ; 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 

Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.)... 

Lord Stanley _ ron 



























Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 389.) 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. O'Mara 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘in the present year,’ 
and insert the words ‘in the year one thousand nine hundred and two,” 
—(Mr. O'Mara.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘in the present year’ stand part of 
the clause.” 


Lord Stanley - 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse ... A 40 eee 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ... 
Mr. Dillon i he -" ees oss 
Mr. Hermon Hodge (Oxfordshire, Henley) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 14, to leave out the word ‘feurteen,’ and insert 
the word ‘ten.’”—(Mr. Gharles Hobhouse). 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘fourteen’ stand part of the clause,” 


Lord Stanley ss 

Mr. Courtenay Warner 

Mr. Hermon Hodge 

Mr. O'Mara cs _ ine i is 

Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, Chippenham) 

Mr. Dillon ses — inp rae si 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 193; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 390.) 
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Question proposed, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. O’ Mara me ~ bs be ti one ou i 


or 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 222; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 391.) 
Clause 2 :— 


()1estion proposed, “ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill,” 


Mr, Dillon a nee i ‘ita as ig _ .. 959 
Lord Stanley ad asi aa ied sa — ve .«. 969 
Mr. O’ Mara oe 9 st siti sii i ae ... 960 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 221; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 392.) 
Clause 3 agreed to, 
Bill reported without Amendment. 
Lord Stanley ve i ‘aie ‘8 ale sigs ae wv» 963 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. Dillon a as ; 2. ; Ss a .. 963 
Mr. Ca'dwell (Lanarkshire, Mil “a uv .. 964 
Mr. O'Mara Pe Ms xe = - : .. 964 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 217; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 393.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed, 


Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill.—Considered in 
Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, lines 6 and 7, to leave out ‘ Parliament shall otherwise 
determine,’ and to insert ‘the thirty-first day of March, nineteen hun- 
dred and six.’”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne). . sed p a a .. 967 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 7, to leave out from the word ‘determine,’ to 
the end of sub-clause (1).”—(Mr. Caine.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, 
Bristol, S.) .. is re ke ai " “ + a 

Mr. Nussey (Pontefract vi ‘e : ‘“s a ne <. ee 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 972 
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Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) .. 





Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) . 9 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) .. - 91 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 157; Noes, 92. (Division List No. 394.) 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ... oi 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ... 979 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley)... 979 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 395.) 
Question, “That Clause 2, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
Put, and agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 
Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 
Mr. John Redmond (W sa a 983 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 983 
Pustic Works LOANS (REMISSION OF a ee in Committee. 
{Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it is expedient to authorise 
the remission of certain debts due tothe Public Works Loan Com- 
missioners, the Commissioners of Public Works in Ireland, and certain 
fees incurred by the unions of Swineford and Belmullet, in the county 
of Mayo, in pursuance of any Act, of the present session relating to 
Local Loans.’ "—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, NN.) . 98 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury ( Mr. Austen Chamberlain) 985 
Mr, Caldwell en “ sets ‘cp ive 986 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 
Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 98 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Caldwell ae 981 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 98) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply (Scotland Bill).—Order 


for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read a 


second time.” 
Mr. Caldwell 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to the Standing Committee on 
Law, etc. 


Marriages Legalisation Bill [Lords].—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Caldwell ‘ 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Two of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 2np AUGUST, 1901. 


ViscouNT TAAFFE.—Petition of Henry Edward Mary Taaffe, Viscount Taaffe, 
of Correu, in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the 
elections of Representative Peers for Ireland ; “read, and referred to the 
Lord Chancellor to consider and report thereupon to the House ... 


Took THE OaTH.—The Lord Lamington took the Oath oss one 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Wallasey Improvement Bill.--Reported with Amendments 
Elland Gas Bill [u.L.]; Barrow-in-Furness ——— Bill [H.1.].— 


Commons’ Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill—Read 34, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... 


Ilkeston and Heanor Water Board Bill: West Cumberland Electric 
Tramways Bill ; Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, 
East and West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon- 
Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill.—Read 3¢, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons ... si ae 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill—Order of the ‘eg read for the con- 
sideration of the Commons’ reasons for disagreeing to certain of the 
Lords’ Amendments ... a 


Lord James of Hereford 


Moved, “That this House do not insist upon the Amendments to which 
the Commons have disagreed.” —(Lord James of Hereford.) 


Viscount Falkland... 
Earl Spencer ‘ 
The Chairman of Committees (7 he Earl of Morley) 


On Question, agreed to. 
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Metropolitan District Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to “ ; ie 


Arlesey Gas Bill [1.1.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with an 
Amendment ; the said Amendment considered, and agreed to 


Bethlem Hospital Bill ms L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
an Amendment : : se whi 


Dover Corporation Bill [1.L.] ; Easton and Church Hope Railway Bill [1.1.] ; 
Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill South Eastern and 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill ‘hg {; —Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments ‘ 


Salford Corporation Bill [H.1.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill [u.1.]; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [H.L. ] ; Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill [#..]:—Commons’ Amendments considered 
(according to Order), and agreed to . 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAY BILLS, 
The Earl of Morley 


Moved, That the promoters of the following Bills—Brompton and 
Piccadilly Circus Railway [H.L.]; Central * London Railway (No. 1) 
(u.L.]; Charing Cross, Euston, ‘and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) 
[H.L.|; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) 
| H.L. | ; Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway 
| H.1.. | ; City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway [H.L.] ; King’s 
Road Railway [H.L.]; Islington and Euston Railway [H.L.|; North- 
East London Railway [H.L.|; Piccadilly and City Railway [H.L.] ; 
West and South London Junction Railway [H.L.|—have leave to sus- 
pend any further proceedings thereon, in order to proceed with the 
Bills, if they shall think fit, in the next session of Parliament, provided 
that notice of their intention to do so be lodged in the Private Bill 
Office not later than three o’clock on the day prior to the close of 
the present session, and that all fees due thereon up to that period be 
paid. 

That the money deposited in accordance with the Standing Orders of this 
House in respect of all or any of such Bills may thereupon be returned 
to the depositors. 


That the promoters of each such Bill to which Standing Order No. 57 is 
then applicable, may, on or before the 3lst day of December next, 
deposit in the office of the Clerk of the Parliaments an estimate 
(signed by the person making the same) of the expense of the under- 
taking under the Bill, and previously to the 15th day of January 
next deposit a sum not less than 5 per centum on the amount of 
such estimate with the Paymaster General. 

That every such Bill to which Standing Order No. 57 is applicable shall 

be referred to the Examiners, who shall certify whether or not the pro- 

moters have made such deposit with the Paymaster General; and 
upon the Examiners certifying that such deposit has been made that 
the proceedings on every such Bill shall be pro forma in regard to 
all other stages through which the same shall have passed in the 
present session ; and no new fees shall be charged in regard to such 
stages. 
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That every such Bill shall be deposited in the Private Bill Office not later 
than three o’clock on or before the third day on which the House 
shall sit after the next meeting of Parliament, with a declaration 
annexed thereto, signed by the agent, stating that the Bill is the 
same in every respect as the Bill at the last stage of the proceedings 
thereon in this House in the present session. 


Where any sum of money has been deposited in the present session as 
required by Standing Order No. 57 and has not been withdrawn as 
provided for by the preceding resolutions, a certificate of that fact 
from the proper officer of the Court in which such money was 
deposited shall accompany such declaration, and such Bills shall not 
he referred to the Examiners. 

That the Standing Orders by which the proceedings on Bills are regulated 
shall not apply to any such Bill in regard to any of the stages through 
which the same shall have passed during the present session. 

That all petitions presented in the present session against any such Bill 
shall stand referred to the Committee on the same Bill in the next 
session of Parliament.—(Zhe Eurl of Morley.) 

The Duke of Northumberland 
The Earl of Morley 
Earl Spencer 


On Question, agreed to. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Commons to acquaint them with 
the said resolution and to desire their concurrence. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY Sertes, No. 6 (1901).—Convention between the United Kingdom 
and France, referring to arbitration the settlement of differences in connec- 
tion with the ‘‘Waima” and “Sergeant Malamine ” incidents ; signed at 
Paris, 3rd April, 1901 (ratifications ‘exchanged at Paris, 17th July, 1901) 


NATURALISATION Laws.-——Report of the Inter-Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, to consider 
the Acts relating to the naturalisation, and to advise what amendment, if 
any, of the law is desirable ; with appendix 


PusLic Works (IRELAND).—Sixty-ninth Annual Report of the Commissioners 
of Public Works in Ireland, with appendices, for the year ended 31st 
March, 1901 = 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND).—Nineteenth Annual Report of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, being for the year 1900: Part ILI. Scientific investigations 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS _ ssitnti 1900.—Part I. Criminal 
Statistics = on ; ae re 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LocAL AUTHORITIES).—Petitions for amendment 
of Standing Order No. 22; of the British Electric Traction Company ; 
and the London Chamber of Commerce. Read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table 


JOURNAL ComM!TTEF,— Report from, that the one hundred and _ thirty-second 
volume of the Journals (62nd and 63rd Vict., 1900), with an Index, was 
ready for delivery ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; and the said 
volume ordered to be delivered in the same manner as the ae g 
volumes of the Journals have been delivered 1s : 
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Mata BreakwaTeR SCHEME.—Question, Viscount Sidmouth ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) sit 





Patent Law Amendment Bill [1.1.]—House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; then Standing Order No. XXXIX. considered (according to Order) 
and dispensed with ; Bill read 3%, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Larceny Bill.—Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed. 


Education (No. 2) Bill. [Seconp Reapine.]—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire) 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%.—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
Lord Reay 
Amendment moved— 


“To leave out all the words after ‘that,’ and insert ‘no Bill ean be 
satisfactory which does not enable the Board of Education to empower 
school boards to carry on out of the School Funds any schools affected 
by the recent judgment for the period of one year to the same extent 
and on the same conditions as were sanctioned by the Board of Educa- 
tion for the year 1900-1901.’”—(The Lord Reay.) 


Earl Spencer ine se 
The Duke of Devonshire ... 


On Question, That the words proposed to be left out shall stand part of 
the motion, resolved in the affirmative ; Bill read 2 accordingly, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1; to 
be printed ; and to be read 24 on Monday next.—(The Lord Raglan.) 
(No. 185.) OR ag ky. pie ae a me le 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Seven of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, 2xp AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Biggleswade Water Board Bill.—Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
upon Monday next “ ae ses se ed see 0 


Blackburn Corporation Bill; Brighton Corporation Bill; Clyde Valley 
Electrical Power Bill ; Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill ; London 
and India Docks (New Works) Bill; Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill ; 
Rhyl Improvement Bill ; Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill. 
—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 1“ ove vas 


Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [Lords]; Smethwick Corporation 
Bill [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lords].—Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments ve is a = 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 4) Bill per —Considered ; to be read the third time 
upon Monday next ‘ .- 1023 


RAILWAY Britis (Group 11).—Mr. Jeffreys reported from the Committee on 
Group 11 of Railway Bills, that for the convenience of parties the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at half-past two of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table.. : pi ; ‘ah ‘i 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorbs. 
That they have agreed to Mond Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill 
Lords] ; ; Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [Lords] ; Harrogate Water Bill 
Lords}; Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas ‘Bill [Lords]: without 


amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Paisley District Tramways.” Paisley District Tramways 
Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] ... as 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. [Under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899].—Read the first 
time, and ordered to be read a second time upon sia 12th August, 
and to be printed k nibs se ss 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorvs (London Underground Railway Bills) :— 


That they have come to the following resolution, viz., that the promoters 
of the following Bills :--Brompton and Piceadilly Circus Railway 
[Lords]; Central London Railway (No. 1) [Lords]; Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) Lorde ; Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) [Lords]: Charing Cross, 
Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway [Lords]; City and 
North East Suburban Electric Railway [Lords]; King’s Road 
Railway [Lords]; Islington and Euston Railway [Lords]; North 
East London Railway [Lor ds]; Piccadilly and City Railway [Lords] ; 
West and South London Junction Railway [Lords] ; have leave to 
suspend any further proceedings thereon, in order to proceed with 
the Bills, if. they shall think fit, in the next session of Parliament, 
provided that notice of their intention to do so be lodged in the 
Private Bill Office not later than three o’clock on the day prior to 
the close of the present session, and that all fees due thereon up to 
that period be paid. 

That the money deposited in accordance with the Standing Orders of this 
House in respect of all or any of such Bills may thereupon be 
returned to the depositors. 


That the promoters of each such Bill, to which Standing Order No. 47 is 
then applicable, may, on or before the 3lst day of December next, 
deposit in the office of the Clerk of the Parliaments an estimate 
(signed by the person making the same) of the expense of the under- 
taking under the Bill, and previously to the 15th day of January 
next deposit a sum not less than five per centum on the amount of 
such estimate with the Paymaster General. 


That every such Bill to which Standing Order No. 57 is applicable shall 
be referred to the Examiners, who shall certify whether or not the 
promoters have made such deposit with the Paymaster General and 
upon the Examiners certifying that such deposit has been made, that 
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the proceedings on every such Bill shall be pro forma in regard to all 
other stages through which the same shall have passed in the recent 
session ; and no new fees shall be charged in regard to such stages. 


That every such Bill shall be deposited in the Private Bill Office not 
later than three o'clock on or before the third day on which the 
House shall sit after the next meeting of Parliament, with a declara- 
tion annexed thereto, signed by the agent, stating that the Bill is the 
same in every respect as the Bill at the last stage of the proceedings 
thereon in this House in the present session. 

Where any sum of money has been deposited in the present session, as 
required by Standing Order No. 57, and has not been withdrawn, as 
provided for by the preceding resolutions, a certificate of that fact 
from the proper officer of the court in which such money was deposited 
shall aceompany such declaration, and such Bills shall not be referred 
to the Examiners. 

That the Standing Orders by which the proceedings on Bills are regulated 
shall not apply to any such Bill in regard to any of the stages 
through which the same shall have passed during the present session. 

That all petitions presented in the present session against any such Bill 
shall stand referred to the Committee on the same Bill in the next 
session of Parliament. 


Lords’ message considered. 


Lords’ resolution agreed to. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith ... _ ese ». 1024 
PETITIONS. 
Burch SEWERAGE, Dratnacr, AND Water Suppry (ScoTLanD) BILL.— 
Petition from Galashiels, for alteration ; to tie upon the Table... ..» 1026 


CLuBs (LICENSING AND SUPERVISION).—Petition from Lochgally, for legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table ... ie sah aa ae Ey ... 1026 


RomaN Caruoiic UNiversity 1N IrRELAND.—Petition from Alva, against 


establishment ; to lie upon the Table 1026 


SALE oF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN Briu.—Petitions in favour, 
from Devonport ; and Bermondsey ; to lie upon the Table ses ... 1026 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION Bitt.—Two Petitions from Birkenhead, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ne es es Pee fe3 ... 1026 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCANTILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, ETC.).— 
Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 18th February ; Sir John 
Colomb] ; to lie uponthe Table, and to be printed. [No. 301.] ... ... 1026 


NATURALISATION LAws.—Copy presented, of Report of the Inter-Departmental 
Committee appointed by the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
to consider the Acts relating to Naturalisation, and to advise what Amend- 
ment, if any, of the Law is desirable ; with Appendix [by Command] ; to 


lie upon the Table 1026 


CRIMINAL AND JupiciAL Statistics (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of 
Criminal and Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 1900. Part I. 
Criminal Statistics [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... ve ... 1026 
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FIsHERY BoArp (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Nineteenth Annual Report 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1900. Part III. 
Scientific Investigations [by Command] ; tolieupon the Table ... .-- 1027 


LocaL TAXATION Returns (ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of the Annual 
Local Taxation Returns for 1899-1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 302.] _... ae 7 si o« BOR 


Pustic Works (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Sixty-ninth Annual Report 
of the Commissioners of Public Works in Ireland, with appendices, for 
the year ending 3lst March, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 1027 


TREATY SERIES (No. 6, 1901).—Copy presented of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and France referring to Arbitration the settlement of 
differences in connection with the Waima and “Sergeant Melaminei” 
Incidents. Signed at Paris 3rd April, 1901. Ratifications exchanged at 
Paris 17th July, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table —... ... 1027 


BorLER Expiosions (His MAJEsTy’s SuHips).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 27th June ; Mr. Keurle rey; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 303.] ~ ee me a ..- 1028 


RAILWAY AND HARBOUR GUARANTEES (KERRY).—Return ordered, as regards 
Railway and Harbour guarantees paid by the ratepayers of the county 
Kerry, showing by baronies, and by smaller areas, where only a smaller 
area is charged :—(1) Name of railway or harbour ; (2) Area of charge ; 
(3) Valuation of area of charge ; (4) Amount contributed in the last 
year in respect of each guarantee; (5) Amount receivable from the 
Government in recoupment under the ‘Tramways and Public Companies 
Act, 1883; (6) Amount receivable under Section 58 (4) of the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898 ; (7) Net charge against each guarantee- 
ing area; (8) Poundage rate required to pay the net charge or guarantee ; 
(9) Poundage rate required to pay ordinary charges for same year (a) otf 
agricultural land, (b) off other hereditaments.”—(Mr. Thomas O'Donnell.) 1027 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION (APPLICATION OF FuNDs By LocaL AUTHORITIES),— 
Return ordered, “ showing the extent to which, and the manner in which 
Local Authorities in England and Wales have applied funds to the 
purposes of Technical Education (including Science, Art, Technical and 
Manual Instruction) during the year 1900-1, under the following Acts ; 
Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; Technical Instruction 
Acts, 1889 and 1891; Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889; and 
Public Libraries and Museums Acts.”—(Sir John Gorst.)... i «+o; LOR 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—THE CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER AND Mr. 
Gipson BowLES—PERSONAL EXPLANATION.—Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 1028 


SoutH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY—SCOTTISH CANDIDATES.—Question, Mr. 
Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, Wa) su ee ae ..- 1029 


Cost oF THE CONSTABULARY FORCE. ne Mr. seca alte N.); 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... iat on . 1030 


Mivitary EMPLOYMENT OF NATIVES. — Questions, Mr. Thomas Bayley 
(Derbyshire, Chesterfield) and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answers, The 

Financial no © to the ai ee prayer Lancashire, West- 

houghton) ‘és . an ae . 1030 
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CosT OF THE WAR. — Mr. Fuller iguana alias Answer, 
Lord Stanley ... ; ; m a res .-» 1031 
REVISION OF CoURT-MARTIAL SENTENCES. een Dr. — son (Aber- 
deenshire, W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ion , ‘ ace ... 1031 
Conway MaArsH VOLUNTEER ENCAMPMENT—MEAT RaATIONS.—Question, 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... “we ... 1032 
RE-EMPLOYED RETIRED OFFICERS—SENIORITY AND PAy.—Questions, Col. 
Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square) ; Answers, Lord Stanley ... ... 1032 
Orricers’ OuTFIT ALLOWANCES.—Question, Colonel Legge; Answer, Lord 
Stanley... te we ae at - es mn 0 ... 1033 
CavALRY WEIGHTS.—Question, Mr. sinticaiadais Warner winnie Lichfield) 
Answer, Lord Stanley ene ‘ +8 ..» 1033 
EDINBURGH CASTLE BARRACKS. himepapae Mr. Weir conga and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley an : ie “as deh ... 1034 


Fort GEORGE BARRACKS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord Kini «. 1034 


Wark OFFICE ACCOUTREMENT CONTRACTS.—Questions, Captain Norton (New- 
ington, W.) and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... 1034 


63RD WILTSHIRE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ... es - en das vsi ey ine ..» 1035 


CHATHAM DocKYARD LABOURERS.—-Questions, Captain Norton and Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.) ; — The Secretary to the aguatediataaa Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, a sis ‘ si . 1036 


COLONIAL GOVERNORSHIPS.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton n (Canterbury); 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain is ce ane ; 1037 


InDIAN ParcELS Post—Duty on CiGARs.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire, EF.) oe as ea sip si ee -o» 1087 


INDIAN STAFF Corps.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary uf State for India — G. wire: Middlesex, 
Ealing) vate ps ie sh + ‘ - .» 1038 


New GERMAN TARIFF.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent. (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for a Affairs (Viscount 
Cranborne, Rochester) i a ee a ... 1038 


WaAIMA ARBITRATION.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne _... ose — “es .-» 1039 
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PaciFIc CABLE. Re connigre — Norton; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber- 


lain 


HoustnG OF METROPOLITAN POLICK IN MARYLEBONE.—Question, Captain 
Norton ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon) we ek is 


HIGHLAND RAaILwAY—KEITH SHUNTING FATALITY.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade veal Gerald we Leeds, 
Central) a . 


HIGHLAND Mari STEAMERS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Baliour ees oe he she _ 


ABINGDON MARKET—SWINE FEVER OvuTBREAK.—Question, Mr. Mansfield 
(Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston)... ms a ‘ 


Press TELEGRAMS.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor oes hihi Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘as By ea ; : Po 


IsLAND OF LEWIis—SCHOOL PLAYGROUNDS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Solicitor General for Scotland (Mr. C. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ies a sda = ne — We os 


MAGHERAMASK ELECTORAL Diviston.—Question, Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 
S.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 
LABoURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE BALLYMENA RuratL DIstricT,—Question, 
Mr. Macartney ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... sks nea an 
Irish CoNGESTED Districts BoARb’s OPERATIONS,—Question, Dr. Ambrose 
(Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham - ba a 
WickLtow ANCIENT CHURCHES—DESECRATION BY TOURISTS.—Question, Mr. 
James O'Connor; Answer, Mr, Wyndham bail i fe 


PoLticeE AND DECEASED PERSONS’ ESTATES.—Question, Mr. J. P, Farrell 
(Longford, N,); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Lanp Acts—-REDEMPTION CLAUSE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham es os + 


BALLYMONEY LABOURERS’ CoTTAGES.—Questions, Mr. Moore (Antrim, si 
and Mr. Sheehan (Cork, Mid); Answers, Mr: Wyndham 


LapourEeRS’ CoTTaGEs IN THE MILLSTREET UNION.—Question, Mr. — 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ig aia - wih sui es 


Goops RATES ON THE GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN RAILWAY OF 
IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, as Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham i 6 = his a sie ie 


Betrast DisTURBANCES.—Questions, Mr. Dillon, Mr. William Johnston 
(Belfast, S.), and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


IrRIsH TEACHERS’ CERTIFICATES IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
O’Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ” uf ‘ 


Irish LAW CHARGES VoTE.—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, The First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


QuUESTIONS.—Question, Mr. Courtenay Warner ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 
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PENRHYN QuARRY DiIsPUTE—MILITARY AID TO THE CIVIL AUTHORITIES.— 
Questions, Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon), Mr. David Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil), Mr. Keir Hardie one siteaiiata and Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answers, Lord Stanley 

PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE _Muurrary AID TO THE CIVIL AUTHORITIES 
[Motion for Adjournment]. 


Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, “0 
Mr. Moss (Denlighshire, E.) 


” 


Motion made, and Question ssl: “That this House do now adjourn. 
(Mr. William Jones.) 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department — vitchie, Croydon) ... 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... 2 ae cee 

Mr. Huaidane (Haddingtonshire) . 

Sir William Harcourt ( Monmouthshire, W.) 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. a J. Balfour, Manchester, B.) 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydcil) ‘ 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 133 ; Noes, 160. (Division List No. 396.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee: That they had added to the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure the following fifteen members in 
respect of the Burgh Sewerage, Drainage and Water Supply (Scotland) 
Bill :—Mr. Anstruther, Mr. Asher, Mr. Black, Mr. Boland, Mr. George 
Brown, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Colville, Mr. Alexander Cross, 
Mr. T. R. Dewar, Mr. J. D. Hope, Mr. Law, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Shaw- 
Stewart, and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland oe shea ms 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIR MEN’S PANEL).—Sir Jims Fergusson reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel: That they had appointed Sir James Fer- 
gusson to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the Considera- 
tion of Bills relating to Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, 
in the place of Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. Report to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to enable His Most 
Gracious Majesty to make an Addition to the Royal Style and Titles 
in recognition of His Majesty’s dominions beyond the Seas.” Royal 
Titles Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to amend the Law with reference to Inter- 
national arrangements for Patents.” Patent Law Amendment Bill 


| Lords] 


NEW BILL. 


EL#MENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS : 

The Vice-President of the Board a Education 00 J. Gorst, C ee 
University) ... 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.).. : 

Bill to amend the Law with sien to the anne of Dendaeie i in . Public 

Elementary Schools in England and Wales, ordered to be brought 

in by Sir John Gorst and Mr. Long. 
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Elementary School Teachers Bill.—-“'To amend the Law with respect to 


the removal of Teachers in Public Elementary Schools in England and 
Wales,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 281.| 


SUPPLY [20TH ALLOTTED Day].—Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Civit. SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£35,500, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Department of His Majesty’ s Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, including a Grant-in-Aid of certain Expenses connected 
with Emigration.” 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ... 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies - J. Chamberlain, Birming 4- 

ham, W.) - gn pe ane sled 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Br istol, E. >. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ ‘That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the Salary of the Secretary of State.”—-(Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse.) 


Mr. Stroyan (Perthshire, W.) : 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) . 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Ber wick) 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) . ; 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 

Mr. Channing (No orthamptonshire, E. ) 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse ae 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70 ; Noes, 154. (Division List No. 397.) 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S. a 
Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8S.) ... 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower. Hales Poplar) 
Mr. Labouchere 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£4,000, in respect of the salary of the Secretary of State.”—(Mr. 
Labouchere.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 57 ; Noes, 157. (Division List No. 398,) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ... 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 
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Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 133 ; Noes,61. (Division List No. 399.) 

































Original Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 54. (Division List No. 400.) 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


NavaL Works [ConsoLipATED FuND]—ReEport.—Resolution reported :— 
“That it is expedient to make further provision for the Construction 
of Works in the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the 
Royal Navy, and to authorise the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of 
such sums, not exceeding in the whole £6,157,000, as may be required for 
those purposes, and to apply the provisions of the Naval Works Act, 1895 
(as to the mode of raising money), to the said purposes, and to authorise 
the Treasury to borrow such sums as have been issued for the purpose of 
the Naval Works Acts, 1896 and 1897, and which the surplus applied 
under Section 4 of the Naval Works Act, 1896, was insufficient to pay. 


Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. John Redmond ae ee ves Je oe, sc o«e SEOG 





Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(i Wr. John Ledimond.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘ = ae ae re ie s50 Ae 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) re pis ae cae sce ove Lon 
Mr. O'Mara a sae 28 ae sis ps see, SESS 
Mr. Swift MacNeill aay A ae Ee aa si ov MEGS 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 124; Noes, 59. (Division List No. 401.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 59 ; Noes, 124. (Division List No. 402.) 
Mr. Dillon co as me se i ‘eh ins ... 1203 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out ‘£6,157,000 ’ and insert ‘£1,000,000.’ ”—(M/r. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ £6,157,C00’ stand part of the Resolution.” 
The Civil Lord of the = te —- agin Woodbridge) ... 1205 


Mr. Roche soak Be « : Ua --» 1206 
Mr. Flynn i jee ae Ras ent cine a woe S208 
Mr. O'Mara ve os ses ae aor Sele "7." os LOOT 


Mr. J. Chamberlain rose in his place and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 121 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 403.) 


Question put accordingly. 











The House divided :—Ayes, 128; Noes, 51, (Division List No. 404.) 
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Mr. J. Chamberlain claimed, “That the Main Question be now put.” 






Main Question put accordingly, “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said resolution.” 


) The House divided :—Ayes, 127; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 405.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Pretyman, Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and Mr. Arnold-Forster. 

























Naval Works Bill.—‘ To make further provision for the Construction of 
Works in the United Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes of the 
Royal Navy,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 282.] 


vc ow wae ——Cr 


Miitary Works (CoNSoLipDATED FunpD].-—Resolution reported—“ That it is 
expedient to make further provision for certain Military Works and 
Services, and for that purpose to authorise the issue out of the Consolidated 

| Fund of such further sums, not exceeding in the whole £6,352,000, such 

sums to be raised in manner provided by the Military Works Act, 1897.” 

Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. O'Mara we ae vat ae oF aah ny wo, LOS 
Amendment proposed- 


“To leave out ‘£6,352,500,’ and insert ‘£1,000,000.’”—(J/r. 
O Mara.) 


~~ eee ee. 


1196 





1197 ; — 
1197 Question proposed, “ That £6,352,500 stand part of the Resolution.” 
be Mr. Dillon ee ee ee 
1198 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 117 ; Noes, 57. (Division List No. 406.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The House divided :—Aves, 123; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 407.) 
1203 Mr. A. J. Balfour claimed, “That the Main Question be now put.” 


Main Question put accordingly, “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 123; Noes, 50. (Division List No. 408.) 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary Brodrick, Mr. Balfour, and 
1205 Lord Stanley. 
1206 
1207 Military Works Bill.—‘“ To make provision for defraying the Expenses of 
1207 certain Military Works and other Military Services,” presented accord- 


ingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 283] es we oe ... 1223 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Five of the clock, a.m. 














Ixxxiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


August 5.) 





A 


































HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 5tH AUGUST, 1901. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Swansea Harbour Bill.—Read 34, with the Amendments ; further Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons .. Be Me 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill; Wolverhampton and 
Cannock Chase Railway Bill.—Read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons .. “6 - és és o» 1295 


Blackburn Corporation Bill; Brighton Corporation Bill; Clyde Valley 
Electrical Power Bill ; Glasgow and South-Western Railway Bill ; London 
and India Docks (New Works) Bill ; Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill ; 
Rhyl Improvement Bill ; Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill. 
—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to -» 3225 S} 


Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [#.v.].—Returned from the Commons B: 
agreed to, with Amendments; the said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to.. 5 ¥ ee na ifs “ 4 ye -» 2235 





Smethwick Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 
Bill [u.1. |.—Returned trom the Commons agreed to, with Amendments.. 1225 





LONDON UNDERGROUND RatLway BILis.—Message from the Commons that 
they concur in the resolution of this House, communicated to them on 
Friday last. on the subject of the London Underground Railways .. -. 1225 R 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Li 


IrisH LAND Commission.—I. (Proceedings.) Return for the month of February, 
1901. II. (Judicial Rents.) Return for the month of December, 1900.. 1226 L 
7 Riera senaapoigegy ng . : | 
Pustic Recorps (IRELAND).—Thirty-third Report of the Deputy-Keeper of 
the Records for the year 1900. Presented (by command) and ordered 


to lie on the Table... “s Ss oN rs = na es ss» 1226 P 
Royal Declaration Bill [1.L.]—Order of the Day for the Third Reading 5 

read. 

Moved, That the Bill be now read 34—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) T 


The Lord Bishep of Salishury I 

Lord Stanmore .. : e ] 

The Earl of Kilmorey " " 5 a oe - a 

Lord Braye 1229 G 
The Prime Minister and Lord Pri ivy Seal ( The Marque SS of Salisbury 12 

Viscount Llandaff ie : sa 

Earl Spencer ] 


M 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 3¢ accordingly, and passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 





Education (No. 2) Bill —House in Committee (according to Order). Bill 
reported without amendment. Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bill to be read 34 to-morrow .. 53 - = <* a S. M232 
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a and Yeomanry Bill.—Order of the Day for the Second Reading 
read. 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 1237 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2¢.—(Lord Raglan.) 
On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 
House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Five of the clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, Sta AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Shipley Improvement Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 1238 
Biggleswade Water Board Bill. wm OR yeast -Lords’ Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to.. : . 1238 
Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords]; Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill 
[Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. . 1238 
Lowestoft Corporation Bill [Lords|.—Verbal Amendments made; Bill 
read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. es .. 1238 
Ripon Corporation Bill [Lords]; Southport Water (Transfer) Bill [ aces: 
—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments . 1238 
Leeds Corporation (General Powers) Bill [Lords].—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time >. 1239 
Leeds Corporation Water Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time , ai ; -. 1239 
Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon eee nin Bill incall 
As amended, to be considered to-morrow : 1239 
Stratton and Bude ren © Bill ‘sanacs —-As amended considered ; 
to be read the third time x si es .. 1239 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 4) Bill aca pias the third time, and — 
without amendment . ; ; , j 1239 
Greenock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill. (By Orper.)—[{UNDER 
SECTION 7, SUB-SECTION (2), OF THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(ScoTLanD) Act, 1899.]|—Considered ; to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. . - a -. 1239 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps :— 
That they have agreed to Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill ; Ilkeston 
and Heanor Water Board Bill; West Cumberland Electric Tram- 

ways Bill ; Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, 

East and West Junction and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford- 
upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill ; Swansea Harbour Bill ; 
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Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill ; Wolverhampton and 
Cannock Chase Railway Bill, with Amendments 

That they do not insist on their Amendments to Dublin (Equalisation 
of Rates) Bill, to which this House has disagreed. 

That they have agreed to Amendments to Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords]; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
| Lords], without amendment as = “ ns 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (CONTRACTS).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 10th May ; Sir Howard Vincent]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 304.] - - es 


Intsu LAND CoMMIssIon (JUDICIAL Rents).—Copy presented of Return for the 
Month of December, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


PuBLic Recorps ([RELAND).—Copy presented of Thirty-third Report of the 
Deputy Keeper of the Public Records and Keeper of the State Papers in 
Ireland [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Irish LAND CoMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy presented of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of February, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon 


the Table.. 


NaTIoNAL Epucation ([RELAND).—Return presented relative thereto [ordered 
29th July ; Mr. Thomas 0’ Donnell] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


ALCOHOLIC BrveraGes.—Copy ordered of “ Statement showing the produc- 
tion and consumption of Alcoholic Beverages (Wine, Beer, and Spirits) 
in the various countries of Europe, in the United States, and in the princi- 
pal British Colonies ; together with Statistical Tables relating thereto, 
in each year from 1885 to 1889, as far as the particulars can be stated.” 


(Mr. Gerald Ba lfou r.) 


MERCHANT SHiPPiInG, 1900.—Copy ordered, ** of Tables showing the progress 
of Merchant Shipping in the United Kingdom and the principal Maritime 
Countries.’"’—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICA—REVENUE OF THE NEw COLONIES.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies 
(Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


CivIL ADMINISTRATION. —Question, Mr. Alfred Davies ; Answer, Mr. J. Cham- 
berlain 

British REFUGEES FROM THE ‘TRANSVAAL.—Questions, Mr. Brynmor Jones 
(Swansea District) and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answers, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain .. 

KruGer’s Treasure.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies ; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


CiinA—INDEMNITY ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. - ? i ‘s ee 
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BriTISH CONCESSIONS IN CHINA.—Question, Mr. Moon ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


InDIA—Poppy CULTIVATION.—Question, Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) 


HIGHLAND MAIL STEAMERS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade til Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 
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1244 


1244 


SUBWAYS AND UNDERGROUND TuBES.—Question, Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wilt- 


shire, Chippenham) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


TorPepo Tests—Reports OF ACccIDENTS.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Factory INSPECTION IN ScoTLAND.—Question, Mr. Bignold (Wick Burghs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie = ha x 


DISMISSAL OF BETTING TELEGRAPHISTS.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Rural Postmen’s Pay.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Post Orrice TELEPHONES.—Question, Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain - S 

TELEPHONE TECHNICAL STAFF.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain a , 

DeatH oF Mr. W. W. B. Beacn.—Question, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, 
N.E.) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 

WIDENING OF PICCADILLY.—Questions, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) and 
Mr. Roche (Galway, E.); Answers, The First Commissioner of Works 
(Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine's) 

CONGESTION IN THE ISLAND OF LEwIs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, ‘Buteshire) sg 

CrowN RENTS IN SCOTLAND—REMUNERATION OF RECEIVER.—Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

ALLEGED BoycorrinG IN County LeItrim.—Question, Colonel Saunderson 


(Armagh, N.) ; Answer, The Attorney Gens ral for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) 


Bantry Bay Foresnore.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Business OF THE House.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 
That they have agreed to Larceny Bill, without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, ‘* An Act to modify the Declaration 
re - ired by the Bill of Rights to be made bv the Sovereign.” Roya 


slaration Bill [Lords!. - x is <3 - vi 
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SUPPLY [21st AtLottep Day].—Considered in Committee. 
{Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL 


SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 


Crass II. 


1901-2. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That asum, not exceeding 
£94,880, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of His Majesty’ s Secretary of State for the Home Department and 
Subordinate Offices.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 1255 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the Secretary of State.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) .. 1263 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) .. .- 1270 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. .. 1274 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) . 1280 
Mr. Maconochie (Aberdeenshire, E.) 1282 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 1283 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.)-. i ‘ .. 1291 
Mr. William Jones asnareebihive. Arfon) .. 1296 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, ee .. 1298 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) , ws .. 1808 
Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) . 1310 
Mr. Bull (Hammersmith) . .. £010 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) .. 1311 
Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E.).. . 1311 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. House 

counted, and forty Members being found present. 

Mr. Pierpoint (Warrington) .. : .- 1314 
Mr. W. F. D. Smith (Strand, Westminster) .. 1315 
Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) .. 1316 
Mr. Heywood-Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) . 1309 
Mr. Peel ees S.) .. 1320 
Mr. Ritchie ‘ . 1323 


Question put, and negatived. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. 


Daly 


Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, 


Cuass I. 


“That a sum, not exceeding 


£22,000, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 


defray the Charge 
year ending on the 


31st day of March, 


ment Buildings.” 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Dillon (Mayo, EL.) 
O’ Mara (Kilkenny, 8S. om 
William Redmond (Clare, E. ) 


which will come in course of payment during the 
1902, for the Houses of Parlia- 


. 1335 
.. 1336 
.. 1336 
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Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) i wi ss ne 7 w 1337 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. < .. 1337 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. ‘Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's) .. “a $3 ‘ ‘ ; ¥é .. 1338 
Mr. William Redmond < . v3 ve i .. 1338 
Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) £3 re ie ~ .. 1339 
g Mr. Dillon - ue s 2 a -. 1339 
y Sir Thomas Esmonde (Waterford, N,) Ps os “3 ¥ .. 1339 
g Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) - es 8 ae . > L389 
e Mr. Swift MacNeill ee - se - - Di .. 1339 
q Mr. Akers Douglas .. rm 7 » at .. 1340 
Question put, and agreed to. 
tate Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 
Pustic Works LOANS (REMISSION OF DeBts).—Resolution reported :—* That 
it is expedient to authorise the remission of certain debts due to the Public 
1263 Works Loan Commissioners, the Commissioners of Public Works in 
1270 Ireland, and certain fees incurred by the unions of Swineford and Bel- 
1274 mullet, in the County of Mayo, in pursuance of any Act of the present 
1280 session relating to Local Loans. 
a Mr. O'Mara .. die ike ae 0 Nao deh ae =e 
1291 Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N. :) ; .. 1341 
1296 The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
1298 Worcestershire, E.) .. - ee ee - x .. 1341 
1303 Colonel Nolan (Galway, N. a ws - + es re .. 1342 
1310 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) .. 1342 
1310 The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 1343 
131] Resolution agreed to. 
131] 
Loans Bill (Tuirp Reapine,]—Order for Third Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the 
, third time.” 
1514 
1315 Mr. William Redmond - an - se a ie .. 1343 
1316 Mr. Dillon - , ‘a as - a ee a .. 1345 
1319 Mr. O'Mara os e es 00 ad se + ‘a .. 1346 
1320 : 
1323 Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 118; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 409.) " 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


1335 Light Railways Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. Bill 


withdrawn 1347 


Electric Lighting (London) Bill.—Order for the Second Reading read, 
and discharged. Bill withdrawn .. ‘% ‘ as .. 1347 
In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd tice of July last, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at Two of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 61r1 AUGUST, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill.— 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee 


with Amendments (costs awarded) 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill.— Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments ; i me re 


Bethlem ae Bill — |—_Commons’ Amendments, considered and 
‘agreed to i” si as me ie Ke fh 


Easton and Church Hope Railway Bill [H.L.] ; Heywood and Middleton 
Water Board Bill [H.L.]; South Eastern and London, Chatham and 
Dover Railways Bill [H.L.] ; Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [H.L. ]. 
—Commons’ Amendments considered, and agreed to - as 


Derby Corporation Bill ; London United Tramways Bill.—Read 3%, with 
the Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bills passed, and_re- 
turned to the Commons 


Wallasey Improvement Bill.—Read 3¢ with the Amendments, and ait 
and returned to the Commons , o3 ie , ‘ 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [u.1.]; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Biggleswade Water Board Bill; Shipley Improvement Bill.—Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


re Railway Bill [u.L.]; Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill 
[u.L.]; Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; the 
said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Lowestoft Corporation Bill [u.t.]; Ripon Corporation Bill [H.L.].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments : 


Southport Water (Transfer) Bill [.L.].—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments, and Bill referred to the Chairman of Com- 
mittees for the purpose of proving the consent of the proprietors of the 
Southport Waterworks Company in special general meeting assembled to 
the Bill as amended by the Commons 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Trape Reports (ANNUAL Series).—No. 2677. Portugal (Madeira); No. 
2678. South Italy (Supplementary) ; No. 2679. Italy (Lecce) 


CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND BEQUESTS (IRELAND).—Fifty-sixth Annual Report 
the Commissioners. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


EXTRADITION Acts, 1870 To 1895.—Order in Council of 15th June, 1901, 
giving effect to the Anglo-Servian Extradition Treaty of 6th December, 
DGD «ss sé a Es bs si 
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InisH LAND COMMISSION (PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) Act, 1891).—Return 
of advances under the Act during the year ended the 31st March, 1901. 
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Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1350 


Education (No. 2) Bill.— Read 34 (according to Order), and passed... 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.—-House in Committee (according to Order) ; 
Bill reported without amendment ; 


and Bill to be read 34 on Thursday next 


Loan Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 14; 


Standing Committee negatived ; 


. 1350 


. 1352 


to be printed, and to 


be read 24 on Ti — next. er Lord Privy Seal, M. ee ) a 


186.) 


CHINA—PRESENT PosITION—-ANGLO-GERMAN AGREEMENT, ETc. :— 
Earl Spencer 


The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lans- 
downe) 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill [1.1.].— 





COMMONS : 


PRIVATE 


As amended, considered. 


Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 20, to leave out Clause 40.”°— 


BILL BUSINESS. 


Question put, “* That Clause 40 stand part of the Bill.”’ 


Mr. Seton-Karr (Lancashire, St. Helens) 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. 


Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 
John Burns (Battersea) 
Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) 


Penrith) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 162 


: Noes, 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords]. 
(By ORDER.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “* 


considered. ”’ 


Major Evans-Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) 


Lowther, 


Order for consideration, as amended, read. 


TUESDAY, 6TH AUGUST,1901. 


(Lord Balcarres.) 


. 1366 


. 1366 
; S60 


-. 1369 


(Division List No. 410.). 


That the Bill, as amended, be now 


. : . 1370 
Cumberland, 
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{| Amendment proposed— 
“ To leave out the words after the word ‘ be ’ to the end of the Ques- 
tion, and add the words * re-committed to a select Committee.’ ”—(Ma jor 
Evans-Gordon.) 


Question proposed, ** That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. W. F. D. Smith (Strand, Westminster) 43 

The Vice-President of the Board of Education re Gorst, Cambridge 
University) 

Dr. Macnamara (C€ ‘amber well, N. ) 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) : 

Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, “B) <a 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 

TheSecretaryof State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, E aling) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ky es o - s. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 144 ; Noes, 153. (Division List No. 411.) 


Dr. Macnamara 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) 
Sir J. Gorst 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
Bill recommitted to a Select Committee. 


Mr. John Burns 
Mond Gas Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, etc.), Bill Shellie 


amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill {Lords}. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third 
time 


Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill [Lords],—As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made ; Bill to be read the third time ; ‘ ee ‘ 


City and Brixton Railway Bill [Lords]. —* with an Amendment ; 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed . 


Watford and District Tramways Bill [Lords].—Reported, without 


amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.— 
That they have agreed to Derby Corporation Bill ; London United Tram- 
ways Bill; Wallasey Improvement Bill ; with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to amendment to Arlesey Gas Bill [Lords]. 
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That they have agreed to Amendments to Birmingham (City) Tramways 
Bill [Lords] ; Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords]; Broadstairs 
and St. Peter's Water and Improvement Bill [Lords]; Elland Gas 
Bill [Lords] ; Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Salford 
Corporation Bill [Lords], without amendment : ‘ 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act (1896), Erc., ContTINUANCE BILL.—Petition from 
Shotts, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiquoRS TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Hednesford ; Hebden Bridge ; and Rotherham ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL AND Roya DECLARATION BILL.—-Petition 
from Southport, against ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NaTIoNAL Epucation (IRELAND).—Return [presented 5th August] to be 
printed. [No. 305.] : “s as re - 


ExtTRADITION Acts, 1870 To 1895. Copy presented, of Order in Council, of 
15th June, 1901, giving effect to the Anglo-Servian Extradition Treaty 
of 6th December, 1900 “[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND BEQuesTS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Fifty- 
sixth Annual Report of the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests for Ireland [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


MercHANT SuHrpprnc, 1900.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
5th August ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 306.] a és bs o $s sf 


Income Tax ASSESSMENTS, 1896-1900.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 20th June; Mr. Austen Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 307.] 


Irish LAND Commission (PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) Act, 1891).—Copy 
presented of Return of Advances under the Act during the year ended 
31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 308. | oe is he - ar Sg aia és 


CoLonIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented of Report No. 328 (Turks 
and Caicos Islands Annual Report for 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table : a ” 


“Minerva ” AND “ Hyacinta ” TRIALS.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 29th July ; Mr. Wolff]; to lie upon the Table 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SeErtEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2677 to 2679 [by Command] ; 
lie upon the Table 

County Courts (PL. AINTS AND Sittrnas).—Address for ‘‘ Returns from every 


County Court in England and Wales of the total number of Plaints, &c., 
entered in each Court from the Ist day of January to the 31st day of Decem- 
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ber, 1900, both days inclusive, distinguishing those not exceeding £20, 
those above £20 and not exceeding £50, and those by agreement over £50.” 

“And of the Sittings of the County Courts in England and Wales holden 
before the Judges of such Courts in the year 1900 (in continuation of 


Parliamentary Paper No. 361, of Session 1900).”—({Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


Post OFFICE (REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE).—Return ordered, “ of Revenue 


. and Expenditure of the Post Office for each year from 1869-70 (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 327, of Session 1900), and an 


Estimate of the same for the year ended the 31st day of March, 1901], in 
the following form :— 
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Post OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE).—Return ordered, 
‘* of Revenue and Expenditure of the Post Office for each year from 1869-70 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 326, of Session 1900), and 
an Estimate for the same for the vear ended the 31st day of March, 1901, 
in the following form :— 
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BeneFices Act, 1898.—Address for Return in the following form :— 
Return of Transfers of Rights of Patronage registered under the Benefices 
Act, 1898, during the year 1900 (to be extracted from the Register 
prescribed by Rules 2 and 3 of the Benefices Act, 1898) :— 


Idresses, and descriptions 
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Return of Benefices (if any) in respect of which refusals of Institution were 
made under the Benefices Act, 1898, during the year 1900 :— 


| 


| 
> | 
Name of Benefice. | 
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Diocese. 


Return of Benefices (if any) in respect of which Commissions were issued 
during the year 1900, under the Pluralities Act, 1838, as amended 
by the Pluralities Act Amendment Act, 1885, and the Benefices Act, 


Grounds of 
Refusal. 
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sion. 
Reservation in favour of transferor 





Whether any 
Appeal. 





Result of Appeal 
(if any). 
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| Whether the Report If adverse, whether followed 
1 1 if by— 
Name _ | of the Commissioners 9 Whether | Result of 
Diocese. | of was in favour of or any Appeal 
| Benefice. adverse to the : Pre Appeal. | (if any). 
Sanniesieeinh. Appointment | Inhibition of 








—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 





of Curate. Incumbent. 









QUESTIONS. 


Soutn ArricA—Native Lasour LAws IN THE TRANSVAAL. 


Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, ‘The Secretary 

of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) .. 
Krucer’s TREAsURE.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; 

Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount 


Cranborne, Rochester) He 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour - 6% os se a " ei .. 1449 


Licur Ratways [SALary].—Committee to consider the expediency of authoris- 
ing the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of a Salary 
to a second Light Railwav Commissioner (King’s Recommendation 
signified), to-morruw.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


























xcix 


Page 





1450 








¢c TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
August 6.] 


Navy AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 1899-1900.—Committee to consider the 
Savings and Deficiencies upon Navy and Army Grants for 1899-1900, and 
the temporary sanction obtained from the Treasury by the Navy and 
Army Departments to the Expenditure not provided for in the Grants for 
that year, to-morrow. 

Ordered, That the Appropriation Accounts for the Navy and Army 
Departments, which were presented on the 15th day of February last, 
be referred to the Committee.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) .. 





Lunacy (IRELAND) [ExPENsEs].—Committee to consider of authorising the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of all Expenses 
incurred in relation to Criminal Lunatics under any Act of the present 
session to amend the law relating to Lunatics in Ireland (King’s Recom- 
mendation signified), to-morrow.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and Water Supply (Scotland) Bill.— 
Reported from the Standing Committee on Law, ete., with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 309.] Minutes 
of Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 309.] 
Bill, as amended (by the Standing Committee), to be considered upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 285.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Education (No. 2) Bill, 
without amendment 


Royal Titles Bill {Lords|.—Read the first time; to be read a second 
to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 286.] ie ‘ a e 


NEW BILLS. 
VALUATION (IRELAND) :— 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) a = Y, 


Bill to make provision with respect to Valuation Lists and Rates in cases 
of a re-valuation under section sixty-five of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Wyndham and 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland. 


Valuation (Ireland) Bill.—‘ To make provision with respect to Valuation 
Lists and Rates in cases of a re-valuation under section sixty-five of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 287.] 


EXPIRING Laws ConTinuaNce.—Bill to continue various expiring Laws, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Austen Chamberlain and Mr. Attorney 
General. 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, 


The Secretary to Fa Treasury (Mr. ‘Austen Chamberlain, Ww orcester- 
shire, E.) ‘ es 


Expiring Laws (Continuance) Bill.-“ To continue various Expiring Laws,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time to-morrow, 
and to be printed. | Bill 28, | oe os e- 
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Berwickshire County Town Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1;:— 
Mr. Flynn 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 


Bill reported without amendment; to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 


SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
CIvIL Service Estimates, 1901-2. 


Ciass_ V. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £6,500,000 be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 


the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for a grant in aid of 
the revenues of the Transvaal and the Orange River ( olony.’ 


Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 
Mr. Lyttelton (Warwick and Leamington) 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) > ey 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,100,000 be granted for the said 
Service.”—(Mr. Black.) 


Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) " “ 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) _.. nf 6 ‘i ms - ie 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Mr. Claude Lowther (C umberland, 

Mr. Lahouchere (Northampton) 


Mr. J. Chamberlain rose in his plece and claimed to move, * That the 
question be now put.’ 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170 ; Noes, 97. (Division List No. 412.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 67 ; Noes, 199. (Division List No. 413.) 
Mr. J. Chamberlain claimed “ That the original Question be now put.” 
Original Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 59. (Division List No. 414.) 


Resolution to be reported. 
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Motion made, and Question put, “That the Chairman do report the 
Resolution to the House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 164 ; Noes, 63. (Division List No. 415.) 


Resolution to be reported upon Thursday ; Committee to sit again to- 
morrow, 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. 
Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


House adjourned at ten minutes after Two of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 71ruH AUGUST, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Cromer Water Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to .. 1533 


Harpenden District Gas Bill cian —Bill read the third time ; and seacnias 


with Amendments 1533 
Llanelly Harbour Bill [Lords].—Ordered, That, in the case of the Llanelly 
Harbour Bill [Lords], Standing Orders 236 and 237 be suspended, and 
that the Committee of Selection have leave to appoint the Committee on 
the Bill ; to sit and proceed forthwith—(Mr. Caldwell.) . re .. 1533 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill {Lords].—As amended, 
considered ; Bill to be read the third time to-morrow .. ro .. 1533 
PETITIONS 
BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition 
from Wishaw, against ; to lie upon the Table .. re " Ps .. 1588 
CANADIAN CATTLE (LMPORTATION).—Petition from Cupar, for the abolition of 
restrictions ; to lie upon the Table .. is - sie - .. 1533 
COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops, ETC., BILL.—Petition from Renfrew- 
shire, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. ee - i i .. 1538 
Factory AND WorksHop ACTS AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION BILL.—Petition 
of South of Scotland Chamber of Commerce, against new clause relating _ 
to working hours in factories on Saturday ; to lie upon the Table .. .. 1539 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
‘ : : r ~9 
Stepney ; Eardisley ; and Lympne ; to lie upon the Table ii .. Ldd4 
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€ 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
“Minerva” AND “ HyactntH ” Triats.—Return [presented 6th August] to 
) ; : . 
be printed. [No. 310.] .. "3 “a ae va ‘ aA .. 1534 
Fs REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of 
Thirty- -ninth sas of the Inspector [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ee . ee oe ee ee ee oe ee ee ee 1534 
; 
Post OFFICE (REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th August ; Mr. Austen Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, 
Kk. and to be printed. [No. 311.] .. es is ¥s “s “s ». 1534 
Post OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 6th August; Mr. Austen Chamberlain]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 312.] .. es ¥ .. 1534 


MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF CoMMONS IN REcEIPT OF PUBLIC Monrty.—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 4th March ; Mr. Fenw veh] to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 313.]  .. + } ee .. 1534 


Army (SPECIAL PENSIONS).—Copy presented, of Return for the year ended 
. 1533 31st March, 1901, of Pensions specially granted under Articles 730, 1170, 
and 1207 of the Army Pay Warrant [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 1534 


l >, & [RADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
» 1038 sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2680 and 2686 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table... a a 5 ‘% se ‘i “ ». 1534 
, 
| _—-—_— 


. 1533 § Dearn or Her IMPERIAL MAJESTY THE EMPRESS FREDERICK OF GERMANY :— 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, EF.) 


ined 
cr 
co 
Cr 


. 1589 Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty to express 
the deep concern of this House at the great loss which His Majesty has 
sustained by the death of His Majesty’s sister, Her Majesty the Empress 
and Queen Frederick of Germany, Princess Royal of Great Britain 
and Ireland, and to condole with His Majesty on this melancholy occa- 
sion ; and to pray His Majesty that he will be graciously pleased to 
; express to His Imperial Majesty, William, German Emperor, King of 
Prussia, the profound sympathy of this House with the Imperial and 
Royal Family. 


: “To assure His Majesty that this House will ever feel the warmest 

1533 interest in whatever concerns His Majesty’s domestic relations, and 
to declare the ardent wishes of this House for the happiness of His 
Majesty and his family.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannnerman (Stirling Burghs) .. ae - .. 1536 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, nemine contradicente, That an humble Address be presented to 
His Majesty to express the deep concern of this House at the great 
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loss which His Majesty has sustained by the death of His Majesty’s 
sister, Her Majesty the Empress and Queen Frederick of Germany, 
Princess Royal of Great Britain and Ireland, and to condole with 
His Majesty on this melancholy occasion ; and to pray His Majesty 
that he will be graciously pleased to express to his Imperial Majesty, 
William, German Emperor, King of Prussia, the profound sympathy 
of this House with the Imperial and Royal Family. To assure His 
Majesty that this House will ever feel the warmest interest in what- 
ever concerns His Majesty’s domestic relations, and to declare the 
ardent wishes of this House for the happiness of His Majesty and his 
family: 


To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of His Majesty’s 
I t Jest, 


household. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY) :— 





Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That at Ten of the clock on the last but one of the days allotted 
for the Business of the Supply under the Order, Business of the House 
(Supply), of the 27th day of February, 1901, the Chairman shall forth- 
with put every Question necessary to dispose of the Vote then under 
consideration, and shall then forthwith put the Question with respect 
to each class of the Civil Service Estimates that the total amount of 
the Votes outstanding in that class be granted for the services defined 
in the Class, and shall in like manner put severally the Questions that 
the total amounts of the Votes outstanding in the Estimates for the 
Navy, the Army, and the Revenue Departments be granted for the 
services defined in those Estimates. That, at Ten of the clock on the 
last allotted day, the Speaker shall put forthwith every Question neces- 
sary to dispose of the Report of the Resolution then under consideration, 
and shall then put forthwith, with respect to each class of the Civil 
Service Estimates, the Question, That the House doth agree with the 
Committee in all the outstanding Resolutions reported in respect of 
that class, and shall then put a like Question with respect to all the 
Resolutions outstanding in the Estimates for the Navy, the Army, the 
Revenue Departments, and other outstanding Resolutions severally. 
Provided always, that with the exceptions herein contained, the other 
provisions of the Order of the 27th February shall remain in force.” 


—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Ur. John Redmond (Waterford) 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouth Boroughs) 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 

Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) o 

Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour : “a 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 
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Amendment proposed— 







































y, n line 1, to leave out the word ‘Ten,’ and insert the worc 
‘In 1 1, to | t tl 7 1 t tl 1 
h ‘Twelve ’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. Lough.) 
iV : com cmp ’ . . ” 
: (Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘Ten’ stand part of the Question. 
’ 
y Mr. A. J. Balfour a 25 és = 5a ea 6 «« O97 
is 
t- (Juestion put. 
* The House divided :—Ayes, 214 ; Noes, 109. (Division List No. 416.) 
is 
Main question again proposed. 
‘a Mr. T. P. O Connor (Liver pool, Scotland) .. ~ os ss .. 1599 
za Colonel Hughes (Woolwich) .. $4 i or ea os .. 1604 
Mr. Power (Waterford, EK.) .. - pe - oy <2 .. 1605 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin Uo., N.) .. .. 36 - ~ = .. 1606 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) .. A .. ss ns sii +s .. 1608 
a Amendment proposed 
‘In line 7, after the word ‘ Class,’ to insert the words ‘ for England, 
Ireland, and Scotland respectively.’ "—(Mr. Flynn.) 
d % oie e 3 
" (Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted. 
I My: Ay J. Balfour dis a a 6 ok ie ++ 1609 
r Mr. William Redmond (C hes OE Mats fi ms ze ; s< LER 
t Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) .. - “% 7 acs 4 .. L6H 
i 
d (Juestion put. 
t 
e The House divided :—Ayes, 116 ; Noes, 208. (Division List No. 417.) 
6 
e Main Question put. 
= 
° lhe House divided :—Ayes, 205 ; Noes, 113. (Division List No. 418.) 
1 Pe , 
i Ordered, That at Ten of the clock on the last but one of the days allotted 
f tor the business of Supply under the Order, Business of the House 
. (Supply), of the 27th day of February, 1901, the Chairman shall forth- 
e with put every question necessary to dispose of the Vote then under 
: consideration, and shall then forthwith put the Question with respect 
r to each Class of the Civil Service Estimates that the total amount of 
? the Votes outstanding in that class be granted for the services defined 
in the class, and shall in like manner put severally the questions that 
the total amounts of the Votes outstanding in the Estimates for the 
ais Navy, the Army, and the Revenue Departime nts be granted for the 
ee services defined in those Estimates. That at Ten of the clock on the 
— last allotted day the Speaker shall put forthwith every Question neces- 
“ sary to dispose of the Report of the Resolution then under considera- 
1562 tion, and shall then put forthwith with respect to each class of the 
156» Civil Service Estimates the Question, That this House doth agree 
ate with the Committee in all the outstanding Resolutions reported in 
int respect of that class, and shall then put a like question with respect to 
: wo all the Resolutions outstanding in the Estimates for the Navy, the 
coal Army, the Revenue Departments, and other outstanding Resolutions 
mp severally. Provided always that, with the exceptions herein con- 
1595 tained, the other provisions of the Order of the 27th February shall 
va remain in force. 
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Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill.—As amended, 
considered. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 190 ; Noes, 97. (Division List No. 419.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed... we x =f a .. 1620 
In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. 


Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Seven of the clock. 


END OF CONTENTS OF VOL. XCVIIL. 
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UNITED Kinepom oF GREAT 


First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 





THE 


SESSION or THE TIWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF THE 


BRITAIN aND IRELAND, 1N THE 


; 
q HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL 
> TENTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 25th July, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELiOR acquainted the 
* House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
S had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
y from the Examiners that the further 
: Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
: ing Bill have been complied with :— 

Loch Leven Water Power. 
: The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 
ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 
BOARD BILL. 

‘ The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
: reported, with Amendments. 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCES.- 
TER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, 
EAST AND WEST JUNCTION, AND 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT- 
FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES BILL. 


Report from che Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with 


VOL. XCVIIL. 
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the consideration of the said Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; the Orders made on the 8th and 
12th instant last discharged, and Bill 
committed for Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (PORT) BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
without Amendment, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House to- 
morrow. 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 
Order of the day for the Third Read- 
ing read. Moved that the Bill be now 
read 3¢.—(The Earl of Morley.) 


*EARL SPENCER: My Lords, perhaps 
it will be for the convenience of the House 
if I make some remarks on the motion 
that the Bill be read a third time, and 
before moving my Amendments. I do 
not wish to go at any length into the 
subject. It is one of great detail, but at 
the same time I feel that there are some 
general considerations to which I must 
refer. Everybody who has had any con- 
nection with the Government of Ireland 
will feel a very great interest in the 
question raised in this Bill. It is a 

A 








3 Dublin (Equalisation of 


question that has been under discussion 
for many years, and it is very familiar to 
me. During my two ;Viceroyalties this 
question was before me. I have received 
deputations on the subject, and the 
ditticulty of the question is one I entirely 
and freely admit. I will refer to what has 
occurred within the last few years. In 
1899 a Bill was promoted for the annexa- 
tion of Pembroke, Rathmines, Clontarf, 
Drumcondra, and New Kilmainham, and 
certain parts also of the county of 
Dublin. That Bill passed the Committee 
in another place, but when it came before 
a Committee of your Lordships, of which 
the Duke of Northumberland was chair- 
man, it was practically thrown out. The 
Committee, I believe, did agree to the 
annexation of New Kilmainham, but 


refused to annex the other townships. | 


The Bill was in consequence dropped by 
the promoters. In 1900, a Joint Select 
Committee of both Houses of Parliament 
—a very strong Committee—considered 
this subject, and having annexed the 
townships of Drumcondra, Clontarf, and 
New Kilmainham, and refused to annex 
Pembroke and Rathmines, they made the 
following reccommendation to Par- 
liament :— 

“That in the case of the Dublin Corpora- 
tion Bill they [i.c., the Joint Committee] have 
approved the Bill, with certain Amendments, 
among which are those excluding the two 
townships of Rathmines and Rathgar and of 
Pembroke from the extension of the boundary 
of the city of Dublin. ; 

‘‘Further, the Committee unanimously 
desire to call attention to the heavy burdens 
falling upon the city of Dublin ratepayers for 
objects to which the two townships of Rath- 
mines and Pembroke do not, in their opinion, 
adequately contribute. 

«They are of opinion that these residential 
townships should be contributors to these 
burdens. ; ; 

“They invite the attention of the Govern- 
ment to this subject, and suggest that 
legislation should be propo-ed to Parliament 
following the principle of the law equalising 
rates in London.’ 

There was a sort of understanding that 
the Irish Government or the Chief Seere- 
tary of the day would consider this re- 
commendation, and say whether or not 
they were able to introduce a measure to 
Parliament on these lines. ‘They under- 
took to inform the corporation of the 
intentions of the Government last No- 


vember, but, as everyone knows, a General | 


Election took place,and there was a change 
in the office of Chief Secretary, and the 


understanding was not carried out. At | 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 


Rates) Bill. 4 


| the beginning of the present session the 
Dublin Corporation brought in a measure 
for dealing with the question on the lines 
suggested by the Joint Committee. 
Amendments were proposed on behalf of 
the Government, and these Amendments 
were at once accepted by the promoters 
of the Bill, and the Bill, as amended by 
the Irish Government, was sent to a 
Committee of the House of Commons, and 
that Committee passed the Bill. It then 
came up to your Lordships’ House, and 
the Committee no doubt looked into 
the matter with great care. They 
passed the preamble of the Bill, and 
thereby practically acknowledged that 
there was a grievance on the part of the 
city, but they modified the Bill in two 
very important particulars. They limited 
the rate in the £ to 6d., although they 
knew that the Local Government Board 
in Ireland were the body which the Bill 
proposed should fix the rate and appor- 
tion the amount to be paid by each party. 
They made a further remarkable Amend- 
ment—namely, that the Bill should not 
come into force in 1902, as proposed, but 
in 1907. I confess, having had a good 
deal to do with this matter, that I felt 
deep regret that what seemed to be a 
very likely compromise for settling this 
question between the city and the town- 
ships, as contained in the Bill as it passed 
the House of Commons, was defeated, 
and therefore I should strongly like to 
have re-inserted the parts of the clauses 
which heave been altered by your Lord- 
ships’ Committee. I wish to say a few 
words with regard to altering Bills on the 
Third Reading. We respect, and very 
properly respect, the decisions of our 
Committees, but the existence of a Third 
Reading stage shuws that we have a 
perfect right, on certain occasions, when 
a serious case occurs and when a number 
of members of the House think that the 
3ill is not in its proper form, to modify 
the action of Committees by Amendments. 


I am glad to hear that my _ noble 
friend the Chairman of Committees 
approves of that doctrine. I quite 
admit it does not often occur. 


It is sometimes urged that your Lord- 


ships’ House has no right to alter 
a Bill which deals’ with rating. 
I hardly think that argument can 


be sustained. It may not be expedient, 
but we have a right to do it, and we 
frequently act on that right in re- 
gard to private Bills. We hardly ever 
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LY 1901} Rates) Bill. 6 


get a private Bill which does not affect ) the Local Government Board in Dublin, 


rating in some degree, and yet your 


Lordships freely deal with these Bills in 
Committee. 

I will now say why I consider it is a 
great misfortune that these changes were 
made. In former years there have been 
several recommendations, backed by 
strong authority, in favour of annexing 
these townships to Dublin. The Exham 
Commission, which sat in 1879, recom- 
mended it, and Committees of the House 
of Commons have, as I have already in- 
formed your Lordships, twice passed Bills 
annexing these townships to Dublin. 
This Bill does not annex the townships of 
Pembroke and Rathmines. It follows 
the suggestion actually made in 1899 by 
the counsel for the townships to equalise 
the rates. I quite admit that to annex 
these townships to Dublin would be an 
exceedingly difficult and impossible thing 
to do; but this Bill does not propose to 
do it. A compromise has been made to 
guard and defend the interests of the 
townships. The Local Government 
Board is to be called in to arrange any 
difficulty and hear any complaints that 
may arise as to the rates that should be 


levied under the plan proposed in the Bill. | 


| which is the proper authority. I have 
, some experience of this body in Dublin, 
| and I have great confidence that they will 
act fairly and justly to all parties con- 
| cerned. It is not as if you were going to 
throw these districts of Pembroke and 
Rathmines at the mercy of the Dublin 
Corporation. The Local Government 
Board will be there to act as arbitrator 
and see that justice is done. I should like 
to know what His Majesty’s Government 
will do in reference to this matter. 
I know the reluctance there is to divide 
the House upon a matter of this sort, 
and my decision as to whether I shall 
divide upon the Amendments will 
depend, to a great extent, on what His 
Majesty’s Government have to say. I 
feel very strongly upon this matter, 
because I know that this disagree- 
ment between the townships and 
corporation has existed to a very 
great extent for a very long time. I 
confess I was surprised when [ heard that 
| compromise was arrived at, and I deeply 
regret, after that compromise had beer 
arrived at, that it should be thrown back 
| by the Amendments introduced by your 
Lordships’ Committee. 


I admit at once that the Bill does not | 


follow the exact lines of the London Act. 
In London there are two 
with this matter. There was a measure 
passed in the year 1867 with regard to 
tae metropolitan poor rate, and that Act 
deals with various questions such as the 
care of lunatics, the upkeep of izdustrial 
schools, reformatories, ete., for which a 


uniform rate is raised in every parish in | 
I have no doubt we shall be | 


London, 
told it was the Equalisation of Rates 


(London) Act, 1894, which gave the idea | 


of the Amendments that have been in- 
corporated in this Bill by the Committee 
of your Lordships’ House ; but I would 
point out that there is no analogy between 
Dublin and London. There is no central 
body to raise the rate in Dublin, 
hecause there has been no annexation of 
Pembroke and Rathmines, and therefore 
it is necessary that the case of Dublin and 
these townships should be dealt with on 
a different basis from that of London. I 
¢an quite understand many noble Lords 


not liking to hand over these townships | 
to Dublin without some conditions ; but | 
the limitation of the rate and the fixing | 


of the time when the Act comes into force 
are things that might have been left to 


Acts dealing | 


THE Eart or MEATH: My Lords, I 
hope the House will adhere to the recom- 
| mendations of its Committee. I am the 
possessor of property both in the city of 
Dublin and in Rathmines, and therefore I 
may be considered to be interested in 
this Bill ; but at the same time I hope I 
have an open mind. There is one very 
good reason why we should not listen to 
the arguments of the noble Earl who has 
just sat down, and that is that the rate 
will be collected on the basis of expendi- 
ture, and not of population, as it is in 
London. Therefore, there will be a sort 
of contention between the city of Dublin 
and the townships as to who shall spend 
| most money in order to obtain the largest 
amount of rate. I think, also, that there 
is no ground whatever for the argument 
of the noble Earl that, because these 
townships have escaped being thrown 
into the city of Dublin, therefore we are 
to take away all limit as regards the 
fixing of the rate, and allow the rate to 
be indefinite. 


| Tue Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND: 
| My Lords, I have no interest in Ireland, 
| but I happen to have been a member of 
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the Committee who considered the 
Corporation of Dublin Bill two years ago. 
Before going into the merits of the ques- 
tion, perhaps the noble Earl will allow 
me to deal with his point that, although 
to amend a private Bill upon the Third 
Reading in this House is a course which 
should only be taken advantage of excep- 


tionally, yet it is a power which your | 


Lordships must reserve to yourselves to 
exercise from time to time. I think lam 
right in saying that that power isuniformly 
exercised by this House in modifying and 
restricting the decisions of its Committees. 
I believe it is an absolutely unique pro- 
posal to extend the powers given by a 
private Bill further than the Committee 
to which the Bill has been referred has 
seen fit to extend them. And I submit, 
my Lords, that it is a most dangerous 
precedent. If we are in this House to 
go into the merits of questions which 
have been decided before a Committee, 
for the purpose of extending the powers 
given, then it seems to me it wouid be 
far better not to send these Bills to com- 
mitiees at all, but discuss them in the 
fuli clouse. The noble Earl dealt with the 
histury of the efforts which the Corpora- 
tion of Dublin has made in order to in- 
clude these various townships in the city, 
but I cannot allow that account to pa-s 
unchallenged. In the first place, the noble 
Earl referred to the Exham Commission, 
and he told the House that that Com- 
mission had recommended that these 
townships should be included in the 
Corporation of Dublin. There is one 
circumstance which, I think, ought to be 
mentioned. The Exham Commission 
carried on its operations a great many 
years ago, and it made a number of 
recommendations as to the readjust- 
ment of boundaries in certain parts of 
Ireland, not one of which has ever been 
carried out. Therefore, when the Exham 
Commission is quoted as an argument in 
favour of annexing the townships to the 
Corporation of Dublin, it must be remem- 
bered that it is a recommendation from a 
Commission whose recommendations no 
Gevernment and no corporation have 
ever successfully endeavoured to carry 
out. I think, therefore, the Exham 
Commission and its recommendations 
may be put aside. Then the noble Lord 
said that when the Bill came up from the 
lower House two years ago it was modified 


in this House, but I think the noble Lord | 


has forgotten that the Bill which was 
The Duke of Northumberland. 


{LORDS} 
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originally proposed by the Corporation of 
Dublin for extending its boundaries was 
very largely curtailed in the House of 
Commons before it came up to this 
House. It included very large portions 
of the county of Dublin, and all that the 
Committee, of which I had the honour to 
be a member, did was to cut out still 
further some of the townships. 

Then, as the noble Earl has said, the 
Bill was again brought in and referred to 
a Joint Committee last year, who gave 
the Corporation of Dublin more than my 
Committee was prepared to give it. But 
it could not give itall it asked. It did 
not give it Pembroke and Rathmines, and 
it recommended something like the com- 
promise which has been carried out, but 
the Committee invited the attention of 
the Government to the subject, and sug- 
gested that legislation should be prepared 
following the principle of the law for the 
equalisation of rates in London. The 
noble Earl says that could not be carried 
out, because the Corporation of Dublin is 
in a very different position from that of 
the Corporation of London. Perfectly 
true, but that point is against the pro- 
posal to give unlimited powers of rating to 
the Corporation of Dublin, because the 
very fact that Pembroke and Rathmines 
have no representation on the Corporation 
of Dublin makes it possible for the cor- 
poration to tax them to an unlimited 
extent without their voice being able to 
be heard. For that reason I imagine 
the Committee which has sat this year 
has limited the power of the Corporation 
of Dublin to a rate of sixpence, May I 
say this—the attacks of the Corporation of 
Dublin on these townships are very 
often heard before your Lordships’ 
Committees. It is a_ rich, power- 
ful corporation, which wants to 
get some advantage over the poorer, 
smaller, and less powerful bodies, and it 
comes to Parliament year after year 
bringing in Bills in the hope and expecta- 
tion of, sooner or later, either tiring out 
the smaller bodies or reducing their 
finances so low that they will be obliged 
to compromise. Last year it made no 
secret of its intention, and before our 
Committee its counsel threatened that the 
Corporation of Dublin would come again 
and again until it got its point. I 
remember remarking at the time that that 
was not a fair thing to say when a rich 
and powerful corporation was opposed to 
smaller bodies, who might be bullied by 
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such conduct into giving way. Last year 
the corporation got more than we would 
have given it the year before. It has 
come again this year and got more still. 
I do not blame Committees for granting 
these additional facilities year by year. 
It seems to be inevitable that Committees 
should do so, that they should give some- 
tuing to the promoters, although they 
may not see their way to give them all 
they ask. The spirit of compromise is 
very strong in the hearts of us all, but 
the fact remains that these repeated 
attacks upon small bodies, year after 
year, do induce Committees to give the pro- 
moters more and more, until they get all. 
If that is the case, do not let the House 
make it worse. Let the House, when 
these Bills have been submitted to 
Committees, be  satistied with their 
Report. For my part, I think the Joint 
Committee of last year went too far, but 
Ido not challenge its decisions or ask 
your Lordships to censure or reverse them, 
but I do ask them not to carry further in 
your Lordships’ House the powers 
sanctioned by the Committee. I trust 
vour Lordships will not set such a 
dangerous precedent, which I believe 
would be absolutely ruinous to the 
private Bill legislation of this House. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I have been asked to state the 
view which His Majesty’s Government 
take of the position that has arisen in 
consequence of the Amendments that have 
heen introduced into this Bill in this 
House. I believe my noble friend (Earl 
Spencer) stated quite correctly the 
historical position of this difficult question, 
aud I need not for one moment repeat 
anything that he said. I think we shall 
agree with the noble Earl when he says 
it will be almost disastrous if this 
question is noi dealt with, and dealt with 
in some manner that is acceptable to all 
parties concerned. It has already reached 
almost a deadlock, and unless some solu- 
tion can be found it will be very injurious, 
both to the inhabitants of the townships 
and of Dublin. There cannot be any 


wish in the minds of those who 
represent His Majesty’s Government 
other than to find a solution that 


is desirable in the interests of all 


concerned. 


introduced this Bill, at the commence- 
ment of this session, it was the duty of 
the Irish Government, of course, to con- 


{25 Juty 1901} 
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‘ sider the position and see what could be 


When the city of Dublin | 
‘scarcely be defended, if a Bill is originated 


done. The view of the Irish Govern- 
ment was that to give what would be 
almost unlimited powers of rating to the 
city of Dublin was objectionable. On 
the other hand, they entertained a similar 
view to that which has been expressed 
by the noble Earl, that to limit the rating 
power to sixpence was equally or more 
objectionable. That limitation sprang, I 
presume, from the recommendation of the 
Committee of last year, that the principle 
of the equalisation of rates in London 
should exist. But the principle of equal- 
isation does not consist in the limitation 
to 6d. The noble Earl said most pro- 
perly that there are considerations aftect- 
ing the equalisation of rates in Dublin in 
consideration of the benefits which 
the townships receive from the action 
of the city which do not exist 
in London, and I cannot conceive that 
the Committee, when they recommended 
this principle of equalisation, took into 
consideration that there should be a limit 
to 6d. That there may bea limitation it 
may be advisable to consider, but the 6d. 
cannot be a right limitation, simply be- 
cause it exists in the London Equalisation 
of Rates Act. The Irish Government 
took this matter in hand to see what 
could be done, and the Chief Secretary 
(Mr. Wyndham) took special interest in 
it, and the Irish Government came to the 
conclusion that a solution could be found 
which would be, in effect, not to give un- 
limited powers to the city corporation 
to rate and not to give a fixed positive 
limitation following the London limita- 
tion, but to place power in the hands 
of the Local Government Board to take 
into consideration all the matters affect- 
ing the benefits among the townships, 
and then to apportion the amount of 
the burden to be borne. That was the 
view taken by the Government, and was 
found acceptable. 

With those clauses in existence, the 
Bill passed through the House of Com- 
mons. No opposition was raised to the 
proposal that the Local Government 
Board should be the controlling body. 
It was passed through Committee without 
opposition, and it was supposed that there 
would be no opposition to the solution of 
the Government; but by what is a 
strange practice, and one which can 


in one House, and if the parties say one 
word about the clauses, they are not 








11 Private Bill 


allowed to oppose the Bill in the 
other House. Until this Bill reached 
this House there was no _ oppo- 
sition to the solution. In Committee 
this settlement of the question has 
been entirely put on one side. I do not 
suppose that those who introduced these 
Amendments thought that the city 
of Dublin would accept them, and now, 
with these Amendments in, the Bill 
stands with this arbitrary limitation, 
applicable to London, of 6d., which must 
prevail whether it is just or not. With 
regard to the postponement of the Bill 
for six years, | understand that applica- 
tion was made to the Committee to grant 
that postponement, so as to recoup those 
who represent the townships for the great 
loss they have been put to in previous 
inquiries. 
townships were attached to Dublin a 
period was granted during which they 
should not pay rates, and it may be the 
Committee thought they were following 
precedent. It seems strange that there 
should be a suspension of the Act for 
seven years. This was not contemplated 
by the Irish Government when a solution 
was attempted to be made. 

The question is, what ought your Lord- 
ships todo? I hope and think you do 
uot wish to see a deadlock arrive, and the 
parties start again to find a solution. 
But a solution must be found, because 
the townships admit they cannot receive 
the benefits of the fire brigade, hospitals, 
etc., without paying something. If the 
Bill goes from here to the Commons, and 
the Commons disagree with the Lords’ 
Amendments, the Bill comes back again. 
I would suggest to my noble friend that 
the best course to pursue would be that 
he should not persist in his Amendments 
to alter the Bill by restoring it to the 
condition in which it went to the Com- 
mittee. It is a somewhat strong measure 
on the Third Reading, though it is in the 
power of the House to do so, to move 
that the determination of the Committee 
be set on one side. We have to look to 
the future, and if the noble Earl thinks it 
is unnecessary to insist on his Amend- 
ments, the Bill will go to the Commons 
in its present form. If they reject the 
Amendments put in by the Lords’ Com- 
mittee, and say they dissent from the 
Lords’ Amendments, the Bill will come 
back to us; and it does oceur to His 
Majesty’s Government that that would be 
a much more convenient period for coming 


Lord James of Hereford. 


{LORDS} 


I believe that when the two | 
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to a final determination as to what to do. 
We are not masters of the situation. The 
opinion of the Irish Government is that 
the real merit of the Bili lies in its state 
before it went to the Committee and 
before it was amended. Therefore it is 
| advisable that the Amendments of my 
/noble friend should not be persisted in 
| this evening, but that the final determina- 
| tion should be reserved until we know 
|what is the view of the House of 
| Commons. Then the Government will 
|enter fully into the merits of the ques- 
|tion, and deal with the details of the 
| solution. 





EARL SPENCER: If the Bill comes 
back from the House of Commons altered, 
|and the Government will then engage to 
| support the views of the Irish Govern- 
| ment in another place, I will not perse- 
| vere with the motion to-night, but I 
hardly think my noble friend went quite 
so far as that. He promised the con- 
sideration of the Government, I think, 
but the Government ought to promise to 
support what their own Chief Secretary 
does in the House of Commons. Unless 
my noble friend will say that, I shall have 
considerable difficulty in withdrawing the 
Amendments. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
really thought I explained the position. 
I do not like to give a positive pledge. It 
is unwise to deal so positively with the 
future. At the present moment the feel- 
ing of the Government is that the Bill as 
it went to Committee was in its right 
form, and that the Amendments ought 
not to have been put in. When the Bill 
comes up again the Government will be 
found supporting it as it went to the 
Committee. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 34 
accordingly, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


CLYDEBANK BURGH TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [1.1.]. 


EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [u.t.]. 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL [2.1.]. 
DOVER GAS BILL [u.1.]. 





eturned from the Commons agreed 
to. 
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BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to 


considered, and agreed to. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION | 


BiLL. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL. | 
JUNCTION | 


WAY (DEARNE VALLEY 
RAILWAYS) BILL. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 


Amendments agreed to, and with con- 
sequential Amendments ; the said conse- 
quential Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BLLL. [No. 158.] 


STIRLING CORPORATION 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


ORDER 
[No. 179.] 

Brought from the Commons ; read 14; 
to be printed; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 24, 
and reported from the Committee. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
AFRICA, NO. 7 (1901). 
Report, by His Majesty’s Special Com- 
missioner, on the Protectorate of Uganda, 


with map (see “ Africa, Nos. 6 and 8 
(1900).”) 


ORDNANCE SURVEY. 


Report of the progress of the Ordnance 
Survey, to the 3lst March, 1901. 


{25 JuLy 1901} 
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TRADE REPORTS. 


,| I. Annual series : 
with Amendments ; the said Amendments 


No. 2668. France (Marseilles). 


II. Miscellaneous series : 


No. 560. Opening for the British 
trade in the Bordeaux Consular 
District. 

No. 561. Chemical instruction and 
chemical industries in Germany. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 
Return for the quarter ended 30th 
June, 1901. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [H.L.]. 
Petition in favour of, of the Roman 
Catholic community of Mauritius; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS 
LAND); BILL [H.L.]. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 34. 
—(The Earl of Meath.) 


DAY (IRE- 


Lorp NORTON: My Lords, when this 
Bill was read a second time I stated 
strong reasons against it, and reminded 
your Lordships of the Report of the 
Royal Commission, of which I was a 
member, some forty years ago. The 
%eport distinctly stated that \no institu- 
tions had been more grossly abused than 
the industrial schools in Ireland, and that 
they were full of children who were not 
entitled to be in the schools according to 
the Act. Although the noble Lord pointed 
out on the Second Reading that his Bill au- 
thorised theestablishment of day industrial 
schools, and that the criticism of the 
Royal Commission was directed to 
ordinary industrial schools, yet I would 
ask him to consider whether, if day in- 
dustrial schools were established, they 
would not be open to exactly the same 
abuses? The noble Lord declared that 
this Bill ought to be passed to satisfy 
public opinion. I do not agree with the 

policy of trying to please that portion of 
‘the Irish people who grossly neglect their 
_ children, and who are glad to have the 


i 
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opportunity of throwing them on the 
rates. I was so reluctant in any way to 
oppose the noble Lord in a measure of 
this kind that I telegraphed to the 
Inspector of the Industrial Schools in 
Dublin to ask his opinion on the subject. 
I thought it possible that since the Com- 
mission reported, something like forty 
years ago, things might have. changed. 
The answer I got spoke so strongly in 
favour of the Bill, and of the great use, 
almost necessity, 
the large class of neglected children in 
rel: and, that I shall “certainly not per- 
severe in the notice I had given to move | 
that the Bill be read a third time this 
day three months. At the same time I 
must ask the noble Earl, Lord Denbigh, 
to tell me what view the Home Oftice still 
take of the Bill itself, and what are the 
prospects of dealing with the subject 
more effectually in the next Session by 


the Government. The reason the In- | 


spector of Industrial Schools gives for 
the passing of the Bill is the extraordinary 


number of absolutely illiterate children | 


in Ireland. He says, in the reply which 


[ have just received, that of the total of | 


1,022 children admitted to industrial 
schools during the year, 808 could 


neither read nor _ write. 1 do 
not consider it is the business of indus- 
trial schools to take up all those children. 
The business of industrial schools is for 


the specific purposes described in the | 


Acts on the subject. It certainly was not 
the intention for these industrial schools 
to be a sort of invitation to all the idle 
people in Ireland to neglect their children 
and throw them upon the rates. 
the noble Lord will say that there is a 
provision in his Bill to inflict the cost of 
children in industrial schools upon the 
parents. There is a similar provision in 
the English Act, but it has been found 
impossible to enforce it; and there is a 
Bill halfway through the other House, 
and I hope it will pass this year, 
attempting to make that most important 
provision effectual in England. Ii it has 
not been effectual in England, [ think 
there is very little chance of making | 


parents in Ireland pay towards the expense | 


of their children in industrial schools. 
I do not think the statement of illiteracy 
which the inspector has given me is a 
reason justifying the Bill. I think that | 
might be met by the general Education 
Acts. However, after the statement I 


have received, | am very much gratified | 


Lord Norton. 


{LORDS} 


of some such Bill for | 


I know | 
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in not being obliged to do what I felt 
most reluctant to do—to oppose the noble 
Lord. 


THE Eart oF MEATH: My Lords, 
when I came into the House and found 
for the first time the notice given by the 
noble Lord that the Bill be read a third 
time this day three months, I was very 
much astonished. I could not understand 
the noble Lord’s reasons for moving 
it, and [ am very glad to hear 
‘from the noble Lord that since he came 
| into the House he has received a telegram 
'from the inspector of industrial schools 
| which has entirely changed his views. 
| If the noble Lord had come to me I could 
| have saved him the expense of that tele- 
| gram, because I could have shown bim 
| the words of the inspector begging that 
‘the Bill should be passed. If ‘the noble 
Lord had taken the trouble to read the 
Bill and the explanatory memorandum 
| with greater care, I do not think he 
would have made the remarks he has 
made. He spoke as if the Bill purported 
to send permanently to industrial schools 
children who were able to earn money if 
‘they stopped away froma school. In 
England .the noble Lord has a great 
many advantages which we have not in 
Ireland. I was the more astonished 
why, in his plethora of riches in Eng- 
land, he could have grudged to Ireland 
one little privilege which has been so long 
‘enjoyed in England. In England the 
'noble Lord has school boards, universal 





compulsory education, day industrial 
|schools, ‘and truant schools. We 
have none of those in Ireland, and, 
moreover, in England magistrates 


industrial schools chil- 
dren brought before them as truants. 
We cannot do that in Ireland. We area 
| poor country, and we cannot go in for 
| the heavy expenditure incurred in Eng- 
land in truant schools. What we want 
| to do in this little Bill is to be able, when 
| children prove that they are incorrigible 
| truants, to send them for one month to 
an industrial school, and if they prove 
themselves more amenable to discipline 
to return them in a month to their 
homes, so that they may attend the 
ordinary schools. The children would 
always ‘be liable to be brought up again 
if they did not attend. The fact is, they 
| are going to be day industrial se hoola and 
truant schools at the same time. The 
reason children are sent to truant schools 


can send to 
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in England is to prevent them earning 
money and to make them learn their 
lessons. We want to do the same thing 
in Ireland, but we do not ask for the 
erection of expensive truant schools. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 34 
accordingly, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Read 34 (according to Order), and 
passed. 


LAND BANKS (IRELAND) BILL [H.1.}. 
[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the day for the Second Rea:- 
ing read. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : My Lords, at 
this late period of the session I naturally 
do not expect to make very much pro- 
gress with this Bill, but [I would ask 
your Lordships to affirm the principle 
that underlies it by giving it a Second 
Reading. The Bill seeks to establish on 
broad lines real credit establishments in 
Ireland. They have existed abroad in 
nearly all parts of Europe for many years, 
have proved absolutely successful, and 
have been adapted from the original 
establishments in Schleswig-Holstein to 
meet the requirements of Austria 
Hungary, Switzerland and France, and 
with excellent results, so excellent, in- 
deed, that the debentures of these insti- 
tutions fluctuate less than the national 
bonds of the countries I have named, 
while they have assisted the agricultural 
population and practically placed them in 
a stronger position than that of these 
islands. It may be said that these insti- 
tutions are not requisite in Great Britain. 
That may be so, though I believe the 
people will eventually demand them. 
But in Ireland the Government, since 
1881, has created a different state of 
things from what exists anywhere else. By 
successive Acts of what I will call “ con- 
fiscation by proxy,” the Government have 
robbed one class, unsettled the status of 
another, and created a new class, all with 
the sole object of obtaining temporary 
peace in Ireland without endanger- 
ing or trenching on Imperial credit. 
The result is chaos—chaos created by an 
irresponsible body of men called land 
commissioners, accentuated by the poli- 
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tical exigencies of the Castle régime, and 
fostered by the natural desire for work of 
the Irish legal fraternity. The same con- 
ditions existed in Germany in or about 
1767, due, not to land commissioners or 
lawyers, but to other causes, and the 
result was that the real credit of Prussia 
was destroyed. The King and _ his 
ministers took the matter in hand, and 
what were called Landschaft, or land 
credit institutions, were created. The 
schemes and plans are interesting, but I 
shall not weary your Lordships by further 
referring to them. 

The real credit of Ireland has been 
absolutely destroyed by the action of 
successive Governments. I seek by the 
introduction of this Bill to ask your Lord- 
ships to affirm that, by utilising some 
scheme based on these lines, you will be 
able to re-establish what is absolutely 
necessary. I know you want to see the 
sister island prosperous, You have failed 
so far to effect this. Her population is 
leaving as rapidly as they can, and the 
power of Ireland to pay taxes is getting 
less. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
acknowledged this in his speech the other 
night. Therefore any scheme to amelio- 
rate these conditions will, I am sure, 
merit your Lordships’ support. I do not 
claim superiority for my plan; I only say 
that it has been carefully thought out, 
and that the drafting of the Bill is 
wide, with the object of giving latitude 
to the authorities in working the plan. 
Two cardinal points are to be remembered 
in dealing with the question. You have 
in Ireland three distinct classes of agri- 
culturists : (1) The landowner, subject to 
periodical reduction or rise of rent at the 
hands of an apparently irresponsible 
tribunal—a most dangerous, pernicious, 
and unheard-of system; (2) a class of 
tenants subject to the same vagaries, and 
thoroughly dissatisfied, whatever happens ; 
and (3) a class of occupiers who have 
purchased their holdings subject to arent 
to Government for a term of years, and 
who are daily increasing in numbers. 
The second cardinal point is, that in 
Ireland sales of land to tenants, but to no 
one else, can be effected in a way that is 
impossible in England, as in Ireland there 
is always Government money available to 
assist the purchaser, whereas in England 
there is only the open market to deal with ; 
therefore, the intexral value of Irish land 
is really greater than that of England. 
For instance, the Dillon estate—a very poor 
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nearly unsaleable. 
I will show, first, how 


I have referred. 
may be divided into two—those 


their 
deal 


who wish to. sell 
and go. I will 


necessary for them. It does 
of the kind. 
but cannot sell, as his 


sprinkled unevenly and in a “difficult 


priority over his estate, and his title may |to “fining down,” 
He cannot afford to 


be very complex. 
go into these questions and sell, so he | 
sticks on, fighting tooth and nail against 
the reductions of 1 rent and exacting all he 
can. Were hein Austria- Hungary. —they 


have there one of the best systems ~ he | 
would apply to the Land Credit Bank, | 


and, with their assistance, would clear 


his property, register his title, and then | 


apply to sell to ‘his tenants through the 
Land Commission. Then I come 1 to the 
class who wish to remain, whose one 
object must be to have peace restored and 
real credit strengthened. The position | 
of an Irish landlord is stronger than that | 
of an English landowner, and yet his | 
credit is worse, and he has to pay a| 
higher rate of interest. So has the 
occupier if he wishes to borrow for any 
object. This is anabsurd anomaly which | 
can be remedied. Peace can only be 
restored between tenants and owners, if 
they are to work together, by fixing a 
long term rent, one which would be 
elastic enough to cover the ups and | 
downs of prices. This could be done by 
what is called “ fining down” the rent. 
The Land Bill of 1896 hasa clause to this 
purpose inserted at my instance, but it 
has been rendered inoperative because the 
drafting is obscure and because the 
tenants are always’ thinking that 
a new. Bill will be introduced. 
The land credit institutions would enable 
the owners and tenants to obviate this 
difficulty, and thus give a permanent 
settlement, while the Consolidated Fund 
would have to pay less to the itinerant 
rent fixers as their 
pensed with. There would also be the 
advantage that a tenant who wished to 
Lord Castletown. 


{LORDS} 


estate—was sold without much difficulty 
to a large number of very small tenants, 
while in Essex, close to London, land is 


the establish- | 
ment of land credit institutions will assist | 
the three classes of agriculturists to whom 
The landowner class 
who 
wish to remain in Ireland, and those , 
properties 
with the 
latter first, because I shall be told that 
the Land Commission does all that is | 
nothing 
An owner may wish to go | have 
charges are 


services could be dis- | 
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migrate elsewhere could obtain land, and 
a landlord whe might wish to divide 
large grass holdings or demesnes could do 
this without any difficulty. Further, tur- 
bary and other rights could be sold to the 
tenants, and if the landowner, such as I 
am referring to, wished to try and geta 
 eodasitele of the interest on his charges 
| he would be in a position to do this 
easily and without undue expense. The 
|mere knowledge that such institutions 
existed for the service of real credit would 
effect the future commercial existence of 
the country. 
Now as to Class 2, the tenants who 
power to go into court and have 
their rents fixed. I have more or less 
| dealt with their case in the suggestion as 
and I am convinced 
| that once this certainty of finality were 
made known fewer would go into court, 
}and mutual applications for rent fixing 
for lengthened periods would come in 
|from owner and occupier. The tenant 
farmer would also obtain this advantage. 
In many parts of Ireland there are large 
| grass lands abutting on smaller and less 
fertile areas. The United Irish League bas 
| tried to force the owners of these to sell, 
and the owners have naturally declined ; 
but if a legalised impetus were given to 
the sale of such lands, and means of 
doing so with mutual advants age to seller 
and purchaser were enacted, there would 
be no hesitation. It is absurd to say 
| that you are going to stereotype for ever 
| the area of ev ery ’ farm under the Land 
| Act, 1881. It is the essence of tie 
| prosperity of a country that lands should 
| pass like any chattel easily from hand to 
|hand. Abroad and in the colonies this 
|obtains. In England and Scotland it 
| does not, because the lawyers forbid it. 
In Ireland popular opinion will force 
Parliamer:t some day to bring this about. 
Is it not better to organise the scheme 
hefore the usual bitter agitation obliges 
the British Government to wake up? 
Government made the occupier in 1881 
the owner of all you confiscated from 
others, and he is induced to pay exorbi- 
tant prices for the tenant right belonging 
to another occupier. If the land credit 
institution existed these exorbitant prices 
would decline, as land could be purchased 
| in other ways and by other means. Plots 
of turbary and mountain could in the 
same way be obtained. Ireland must be, 
‘unless industrial undertakings spring up 
| by means of her water power, for some 
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generations, at any rate, a country of 
small holdings, and in my opinion—and 
I know the country as well as most 
people—the small farmer is the best off, 
provided his land is fair in quality. If 
he has only very poor land, he must 
get more, or get a plot of good land 
added to it. The Legislature has, by the 
Purchase Act, created a peasant proprie- 
tary, and the story goes that the Govern- 
ment propose to make sales still more 
easy. Thisis also my purpose, but I do 
not want to sell only stereotyped areas. [| 
want to see real credit so established that 
agriculturists of any type can buy easily 
and with the least possible expense. 





This brings me to class No, 3—those 
tenants who have purchased their 
holdings. Their position is the one I 


desire most to deal with; and for this 
reason, that they are subject now to grave 
dangers. They are the creation of the 
State, and the State is neglecting its off- 
spring. Every day I hear of these men 
getting into the hands of the village 
attorney, the gombeen-man, and even 
Jews, for, curiously enough, now that the 
Irish farmer has a fee simple estate, he is 
thought worthy of Semitic attention. 
Abroad the existence of the peasant pro- 
prietor has been a lengthy one, but he has 
been safeguarded during that period, and 
in every instance the State looked after 
him when he began life. My object is 
that these real credit institutions should 
be the stand-by of the Irish peasant pro- 
prietor as they are of the peasant pro- 
prietor abroad. They should he the 
Government registration institutions of 
the peasant farmer. To them only should 
he turn when in difficulty, and to them 
should his savings go in the shape of land 
debentures. The advantage would be in- 
calculable. Now, if he wants money, he 
goes to a local bank and involves two 
other farmers to borrow, perhaps, at high 
interest ; then he goes on and borrows 
from the gombeen man, or Jew ; then he 
gets into legal difficulties; then more 
trouble ensues, and by degrees the farm 
he has bought ceases to be his own. 
The peasant proprietors must and will be 
the hackbone of the country. The State 
must indirectly protect them for a time 
against themselves, and against the harpies 
who surround them. If these men and 
their farms get into the clutches of the 
gombeen man and village attorney, you 
may have a more bitter agitation than 
any previous, and such as has happened in 
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| Russia and in someof the Mussulman States 


| interest. 
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of India. Local registration of farms pur- 
chased, and local registration of loans of 
all kinds, should be the essential feature 


‘of all legislation with regard to these 


owners, and this work can only be done, 
as it has been abroad, by land credit in- 
stitutions. 

There are two or three other points of 
In sales to tenants under the 
Land Commission there is often a residue 
value which the law does not allow the 
Land Commission to advance money for. 
The land banks could effect this purpose, 
and thus grease the wheels. Your Lord- 
ships will notice a clause dealing with 
guarantee estates. This is only the prin- 
ciple of co-operation brought into the Bill 
to assist with the object of increasing the 
value of the security. It has been emi- 
nently successful in Hungary, and has 
proved of immense assistance to the land- 
owners there. The banks or credit insti- 
tutions would in no way clash with exist- 
ing banks, as their work would be of a 
different type; and as the existence of 
these institutions would, in my opinion, 
strengthen the credit of the country, 
they ought to be greeted with a hearty 
welcome by the commercial banking 
world. There is no demand made on 
the Treasury for advance of money and 
assistance. I only ask for a certain 
amount of Treasury control in dealing 
with the land bonds. The only class it 
may slightly interfere with are the legal 
fraternity. Whether they are an absolute 
necessity in all transactions I do not 
know. Abroad they do without them in 
these cases, and they get along very 
well. In conclusion, I merely ask your 
Lordships, by permitting the Second 
Reading, to affirm the principle or the 
advisability of adopting some such scheme 
in Ireland ; and if you agree, I shall ask 
the Government to provide a small 
Committee or Commission to hear experts 
from abroad and at home on the subject. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24. 
—(Lord Castletown.) 


Eart SPENCER: My noble friend, I 
know, has taken so deep an interest in 
this subject for a long time that I hardly 
like to pass by his speech without 
expressing my sympathy with the pro- 
posal which he has placed before us. 
This matter is not an entirely new one 
to me, because when I was in Ireland 
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there was a serious proposal at the hands 
of no less a person than the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer of the day to try to 
establish these banks, but I am sorry to 
say that, like many other matters which 
may succeed abroad, when you come to 
look into them here very great difficulties 
arise in dealing with them. 1] sympathise 
with my noble friend in desiring to create 
some independent credit bank system. I 
very much wish to see in Ireland more pri- 
vate institutions established, sothat persons 
requiring money and other assistance 
should not always have to depend on the 
Government of the day. A little inde- 
pendence of this kind in Ireland would 
be very useful there. When we come to 
discuss details, I am afraid that it would 
be almost impossible for a private mem- 
ber to succeed in carrying a measure of 
that sort. It must be based on general 
principles laid down by a commission or 
a committee or on very carefully drawn 
clauses in the Bill. My noble friend has 
instanced various cases when advances by 
private banks would succeed in place ot 
the Land Commission. I wish it were 
so, but I think some of the difficulties are 
almost insuperable. I am afraid that 
those landlords who desire to sell their 
property, but have no margin at all, and 
are unable to do so when dealing with 
the Land Commissioners, would not be 
able to deal more readily with these 
banks. There are also the cases of ad- 
vances to tenants for improvements, and 
if I recollect aright there used to be 
various Acts, dealing with drainage and 
even buildings, under which advances 
were made to tenants on the part of the 
Government. No doubt if it could be 
dlone by private banks it would be de- 
sirable ; at the same time I am afraid 
through the very serious difficulties it 
would not be an easy matter. Though I 
wish him success, I rather doubt whether 
he will be able to sueceed in Ireland in 
this matter as well as in Germany and 
in Austria. I sincerely hope that the 
Government will agree to the Second 
Reading of this Bill, to show that they 
appreciate the efforts of my noble friend 
in this matter and desire, if possible, 
to establish some readier mode of getting 
advances than now for various purposes 
to Irish landlords and tenants. 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH : My Lords, 
I am sure your Lordships will join in the 
expressions of appreciation which fell 
Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 


| abroad. 
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from the noble Earl opposite with regard 
to the very interesting speech which the 
noble Lord has delivered on this question. 
Many of the statements of the noble 
Lord as to the difficulties existing in 
Ireland in consequence of the legislation 


which has been passed are only too true, 


but this is a most complicated question. 
It involves considerations both of policy 
and of finance, and at this period of the 


‘session it is hardly fair to ask His 


Majesty’s Government to give their 
assent to the Second Reading of this Bill. 
The noble Lord has referred to foreign 
land banks, which have, no doubt, been 
successful ; but, as Lord Spencer has 
pointed out, the conditions are so very 
different in Ireland, At the same time 
it is only right to say that the objects 
aimed at by the noble Lord are deserving 
of the very greatest amount of sympathy 
and of considerable interest, and I do not 
say that some of them, especially those 
dealing with the question of land purchase 
and congested districts, may not possibly 
form the subject of future legislation on 
the part of the Irish Government. I 
endorse what fell from the noble Earl the 
Leader of the Opposition, that the subject 
is not one which can very well be dealt 
with in a Bill promoted by a private 
Member; and, therefore, while fully 
recognising its importance and its claims 
on the consideration of the Government, 
I hope the noble Lord will not press for 
the Second Reading of the measure. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: I would urge 
my noble friend, whatever he decides to 
do with regard to the Second Reading of 
his Bill, to press for the appointment of 
a small Commission or Committee to in- 
quire into the subject, especially with 
reference to the working of these banks 
in foreign countries. The introduction 
of this Bill, the object of which my noble 
friend fully explained, is an indication of 
how we are struggling, by every means 
in our power, to free ourselves in some 
way or another from the financial en- 
tanglements the Land Acts have 
involved Ireland in. We _ have 
the same difficulties to meet in 
Ireland as had to be met abroad, and the 
landlords in the countries mentioned by 
my noble friend have been got out of 
those difficulties by means of these land- 
banks. What we want is independent 
evidence of what really has taken place 
The truth of the matter is, the 
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establishment of these banks would 
seriously interfere with the operations of 
the Land Commission, which are most 
jealously guarded, not only by His 
Majesty's Government, but by the 
lawyers of Ireland. 


Lorp CASTLETOWN : My Lords, in 
view of the statement of the noble Earl, 
who replied on behalf of the Irish 
Government, I shall not press the Second 
Reading of the Bill, but I sincerely hope 
His Majesty’s Government will see their 
way to acquiesce in the appointment of a 
small Commission to take evidence on the 
subject. There are men—Judge Ross is 
one—who, I am sure, if they went into 
the question, would be able to produce 
some scheme which would adequately 
meet the difficulties in Ireland. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): I think the noble Lord 
has shown a wise discretion in not press- 
ing the Second Reading of his Bill. I 
say that without any desire to criticise it 
inan unfavourable or in an unfriendly 
sense. The subject is one of immense 
intricacy and difficulty, and it is not 
matter for surprise that a private Member 
should not have succeeded in producing 
the outline of a measure which would in 
all respects be capable of being put upon 
the Statute- book. The noble Lord 
asked whether, as he has decided not to 
press the Second Reading, His Majesty’s 
Government can hold out to him any 
hope that they will appoint a Committee 
or Commission to investigate this question. 
Iam not able to make my noble friend 
any promise as to that, and I think we 
must ask him to be content with the very 
sympathetic reply which he received 
from the noble Lord who represents the 
Home Office in this House. We have 
undertaken to examine attentively the 
proposals contained in the Bill. Whether 
the most suitable way of doing that will 
be by referring them to the expert 
advisers of the Irish Government, or 
by instituting some special form of 
inquiry, I think it is impossible for us to 
say at this stage. But that they will be 
considered, and attentively considered, I 
am able to repeat in confirmation of what 
was said by my noble friend behind me. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 
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AFFAIRS IN CRETE. 

EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I rise, in 
accordance with the notice standing in 
my name, to ask the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he will 
explain to the House the present position 
of affairs in Crete, particularly as to the 
position of H.R.H. Prince George of 
Greece, the High Commissioner. It is 
not necessary for me to go at any length 
into this subject, but a short time ago 
rumours were in circulation which seemed 
to raise some anxiety as to what was 
going to be done in respect to the island 
and its government. I hope the noble 
Marquess will be able to make a re- 
assuring statement in regard to this 
matter. 


*THE MArQuEsS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I do not think there is any 
change in the situation in Crete that I 
can report to your Lordships’ House 
except in one respect, and that is that 
His Royal Highness Prince George has 
been pleased, in compliance with the 
unanimous request of the four Powers, to 
accept an extension of his mandate as 
High Commissioner. I think that is a 
fact which we may regard as eminently 
satisfactory and as of happy augury for 
the future of the island. Your Lordships 
will remember that His Royal Highness 
undertook the duties of High Commis- 
sioner at the end of the year 1898 ; and | 
must say, when one looks back at the ¢ »n- 
dition of affairs in the island at that time, 
one cannot deny that the offer made to 
him was not in all respects a very attrac- 
tive one. The history of the island of 
Crete has been one long chapter of dis- 
order and unrest, and in the years imme- 
diately preceding Prince George’s as- 
sumption of office a fresh wave of trouble 
had passed over the island. I will not 
refer to these events at length, because 
they are recent in your Lordships’ recol- 
lection. Your Lordships will remember 
the serious disturbances which took place 
at the beginning of the year 1897, the 


landing of the international troops 
at Canea, and the occupation of 
the principal towns, fellowed after 


a few weeks by the declaration of 
Cretan autonomy. Then came that unfor- 
tunate war between Greece and Turkey, 
which ended in the retirement of the 
Greek troops. That, again, was followed 
by prolonged negotiations, which were 
| interrupted by a sanguinary outbreak at 
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Canea, leading to the withdrawal of the 
Turkish troops and the disarmament of 
the Mussulman population. 

It was in these circumstances that His 
Royal Highness was approached by the 
Powers and accepted their proposal that 
he should act as High Commissioner. 
Certain conditions were attached to this 
appointment. It was to last three years. 
His Royal Highness was to undertake 
the pacification of the island and the 
establishment of a regular administra- 
tion, and the suzerainty of the Sultan 
was to be maintained. Although Prince 
George took office in the last days of the 
year 1898, it was not until the month of 
July, 1899, that the Government of the 
provinces was handed over to him by the 
foreign officers who were in charge of 
them. His Royal Highness has, therefore, 
enjoyed full powers for barely two years, 
and I am sure that for the manner in which 
he has discharged his important duties he 
is entitled to a very high degree of credit. 
The disarmament of the population has 
been continued, courts of law have been 
established, gendarmerie has been formed, 
and the whole of the machinery of local 
administration has been set on foot. Side 
by side with that there has been a very 
happy diminution of that crime and tur- 
bulence for which the Cretans had, I am 
sorry to say, become notorious, and very 
much better relations have, I believe, 
been established between the Cretan and 
the Mussuiman population. For these 
things credit must be given to His Royal 
Highness for the ability and energy which 
have been exhibited by him ever since he 
took charge of the government of the 
island. 

The noble Earl spoke of 
which had 


rumours 
reached his ears of further 


cause for anxiety in Crete. I think 
it was scarcely to be expected 
that a people so long accustomed 


to tempestuous surroundings would be 
likely to settle down all at once to com- 
plete political quietude. That certainly 
was not the anticipation of the High 
Commissioner himself ; because when in 
the last months of the year 1900 he paid 
a visits to the Courts of the guaranteeing 
Powers he took the opportunity of in- 
forming the Governments of those Powers 
that he had some reason to apprehend 
that when the Cretan Assembly was 
convoked difficulties and troubles might 
arise. 

Those communications were of an unoffi- 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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cial kind, but we thought it desirable to 
refer officially to the representatives of 
the four Powers the proposals which His 

Royal Highness had indicated to us as in 
his opinion likely to afford a satisfactory 
solution. Those proposals, into which | 
need not enter in detail, pointed to the 
establishment of closer union between the 
island of Crete and Greece. The 
representatives of the four Powers went 
fully into the question, and their delibe- 
rations ended in a declaration to the fol- 
lowing effect:—The four protecting 
Powers of Crete declared their readiness 
to examine with sympathy any pro- 
posals which may be made to them with 
a view of ameliorating the condition of 
the island, but they placed it on record 
that they were unanimously of opinion 
that they could not under existing cir- 
cumstances sanction any modification 
whatever in the direction of closer union 
between the island and the kingdom of 
Greece. They went on to say that, 
having—as they had—a sincere desire to 
take into account the legitimate 
aspirations of the Cretans, and 
also to save Greece as well as Crete 
from the dangers to which any attempt 
against the existing state of things 
would expose them, they could only urge 
upon His Royal Highness that he should 
unite his efforts with theirs in order to 
prevent and arrest any manifestations 
likely to result in an interruption of the 
regular course of the affairs of the island 
and in the delay of its development. They 
announced that they could not in any 
degree take such manifestations into their 
consideration. They ended by expressing 
the hope that His Royal Highness would 
continue to exercise in the island the 
mandate with which they had charged 
him, and which they desired to see re- 
newed on its expiration. That declaration 
of the four Ministers, which was accepted 
by the Governments concerned, was _ also 
communicated to His Majesty the King 
of Greece. 

Then came the election of the Cretan 
Assembly on Ist May. The Assembly 
met on Ist June, and on the very day of 
their meeting they passed a resolution in 
favour of the annexation of the island to 
Greece. In that resolution they thanked 
the Powers for the interest they had 
taken in the fortunes of the island, and 
they expressed their hope that the 
Powers would regard in a benevolent 
manner their aspirations for union with 
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Greece, which they said was the goal at | 
which the people of the island had | 
always hoped to arrive. There was, | 
I need not say, a protest from the, 
Mussulman members of the Assembly, 
who, however, only number four. The 
Consuls of the four Powers declined to 
receive this resolution. They declined to 
do so under instructions from their 
Governments. The resolution was, how- 
ever, in due time made known to us, 
and it was referred, as had been former 
proposals, to the four representatives 
at Rome. The conference of these 
Ministers, after examining the matter, 
placed upon record a declaration of which 
] will give your Lordships the substance. 
It was to the effect that the four pro- 
tecting Powers, ‘‘having regard to the 
general political situation, and that of 
Crete in particular, as well as to the 
engagements which they have contracted 
with the Sultan, are firmly resolved to 
maintain in Crete the status quo estab- 
lished under their auspices. The 
Powers consider that this is the position 
best adapted to the well understood 
interests of the country.” They ended 
by appealing to the enlightened senti- 
ments of His Royal Highness that he 
might be pleased to continue to exercise 
the mandate which they had confided to 
him. I am glad to say that to that 
request the Powers received a reply from 
Prince George intimating that he was 
prepared to remain in office as High 
Commissioner after the expiration of 
his three years mandate. His Royal 
Highness expressed the hope that he 
would receive the support of the 
guaranteeing Powers, and he intimated to 
us that there were various matters con- 
nected with the affairs of the island to 
which he desired to eall our attention, and 
as to which he wonld make a separate re- 
presentation to us. We have received 
that representation. It deals with a very 
considerable number of points, and the 
matter is still under consideration. I do 
not think I can say more with regard to 
it than this—that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment desire, and that desire, I believe, is 
shared by the Governments of the other 
Powers, that no pains should be spared 
to render Prince George’s difticult task as 
easy for him as possible, and that, so far 
as our Opportunities permit, we earnestly 
desire to deal in the most considerate | 
spirit with any suggestions which His | 


Royal Highness may wish to offer to us. 


{25 Juty 1901} 





Water Bill. 30 


MILITIA ESTABLISHMENT. 

THe Earn oF WEMYSS: My Lords, 
before the House adjourns I wish to in- 
timate that I do not intend to move this 
session the resolution standing in my 
name on the Paper for Tuesday next— 

‘*That, in the opinion of this House, no 
scheme for the organisation of the military 
forces of the Crown can be considered sound 
and reliable which does not ensure that the 
ancient constitutional Militia force, the founda- 
tion of our existing military system, is always 
kept up to its established quota, and so raised 
as not to compete for recruits, as the Militia 
now does, with the Regular Army.” 


After consultation with friends, I have 
come to the conclusion that at this period 
of the session it would not be desirable to 
move it. I propose, however, if I am 
alive, to bring the matter forward the 
first thing next session, unless by that 
time the scheme of the Government, as is 
highly probable, has crumbled, and they 
bring forward a measure with this object 
themselves. 


House adjourned at half-past Six 
of the clock, till to-morrow, 
Three of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Thursday, 25th July, 1901. 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [Lords]. 
(By ORDER.) 


As amended, considered. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said he was sorry to trespass on the time 
of the House, which he was well aware 
reluctantly approached the consideration 
of private Bills. But he had no alter- 
native, for he had been strongly urged 
by the council of the borough he repre- 
sented to appeal to the House against the 
judgment of one of its Committees. 
The disfavour with which the House 
looked upon any invitation to revise 
the finding of a Committee ought not 
to constitute an insuperable objection, 
for, unless it was intended to allow such 
a revision, the Report stage of a Bill 
would never have been constituted. He 
would, however, be as brief as possible 
in his endeavour to show that the point 
he had to raise involved a wide question 
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of general public policy, as well as possess- 
ing local interest. The facts were these. 
In 1895 the Corporation of the borough 
of West Ham commenced the erection of 


a large asylum at Shadwell Heath. 
Provision was therein made for the 


accommodation of 800 patients and a 
staff of from 200 to 300 attendants. 
A water supply had of course to be pro- 
vided. The local authority at the outset 
applied to the water company of the 
district to know under what conditions 
they would supply water to the asylum, 
and at what height it could be furnished. 
The reply was that the company had a 
six-inch main running there, and that 
they could supply water at a height of 
120 feet. The expert advisers of the 
corporation, however, recommended that, 
in order to provide adequate protection 
against fire, water should be stored at a 
height of 160 feet. The corporation, 
having reason to believe that water was 
obtainable on their own lands, sank a well 
and provided electrical machinery for 
pumping the water, with the result that 
they succeeded in securing an adequate 
supply of thoroughly pure water at the 
necessary level. The asylum, he under- 
stood, was to be opened that day week. 
But. what had oecurred?) The South 
Essex Company had come to Parliament 
on two or three occasions for power to 
extend its area of supply. Two vears ago 
they had a great heroic project for 
bringing water from Cambridgeshire, 
but in consequence of the opposition 
offered to it it fell through. Not until 
they discovered that the corporation 
had been able to obtain an adequate 
water supply for the asylum did the 
company make any proposition to draw 
water from that particular area, but now 
they came to the House and proposed 
to sink a well within half a mile of the 
corporation well, and to draw water 
from the same stratum, not for their 
own private consumption, but for dis- 
tribution and sale. 

here the whole ques- | 
proprietorship of under- 
ground water. Can the owner of the 
estate lay any claim to the water 
found underneath it? If so, to what 
extent could he establish that claim ? 
For many years the question was dis- | 
cussed before Committees of Parliament. | 
because private proprietors frequently | 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 


There arose 
tion ot the 


{COMMONS} 


‘ suffered 


' their wells. 


by the new. 
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loss through other, {persons 
coming into their district and depleting 
In the end the House of 
Commons passed a Standing Order— 
quite recently—under which _ private 
persons, corporations, or companies were 
empowered to go before a Committee to 
show that damage might be sustained, 
and were granted a locus standi for that 
purpose. That to a _ certain extent 
recognised the fact that a person might 
be injured by a rival drawing water from 
the same source, and might be in con- 
sequence entitled to compensation. What 
was the position in this case? The cor- 
poration had sunk its well and erected 
its own pumping station. The South 
Essex Company were proposing to 
sink another well only 700 yards distant, 
in the same plane of saturation, in the 
same geological strata, and running in 
the same chalk beds, but at a little lower 
level. Whether the result would be the 
depletion of the asylum well, time alone 
would show. Expert advisers for the 
promoters of the Bill in their evidence 
declared that there was a bare possibility, 
but did not think it probable, while 
the experts on the other side declared 
that there was a probability that water 
would be withdrawn from the old well 
Of course it all depended 
on the inclination of the strata, and if 
that inclination were towards the lower 
well, then the company would get the 
water and the asylum well would be 
left dry. Surely, if the company drew 
water on the horders of another person’s 
estate, and thereby depleted his well, 
the aggrieved party had a right to com- 
pensation in some form or other. This 
was not like the case of two estates under 
private management, on each of which 
the owner sunk a well. In such a case 
he could well understand that if one 
suffered through the action of the other, 
he might have no ground for claiming 
compensation. But it was a very dif- 
ferent matter when, instead of a private 


| owner, a company came on to the ad- 


joining property for trading purposes 
and drew water from existing wells. 
Before the Committee the company said 
that, admitting the possibility that they 
might deplete the asylum well, they were 
willing to sell back to the corporation the 
water thus withdrawn at a charge of 
8d. per 1,000 gallons. Was it not 
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rather rough that a corporation, acting 
in the public interest, should go to the 
expense of sinking a well and providing 
intricate and expensive machinery for 
pumping the water which they had them- 
selves secured ; that they should be de- 
prived of that water, and then should 
have it offered back to them at a charge 
of 8d. per thousand gallons? The cost 
of pumping was 4d. per thousand. 
The opponents of the Bill offered a com-. 
promise in order to avoid the heavy 
expenses incurred in securing the passage 
of private Bills, but their offer was not | 
accepted, although a clause was put 
into the Bill, which was said to be suft- | 
cient for them, under which they were 
to be allowed to have the water drawn 
from their own well at the same price 
as that at which it was supplied to the 
other water consumers of the district. | 
But they were only to have it supplied 
by gravitation, and there was no 
guarantee whatever that it would reach 
their cisterns or that it would be available 
as a protection against fire, so that the 
lives of the patients and the property 
of the corporation might be endangered 
by their having to rely on an imperfect 
supply. Undoubtedly the draw on the 
supply for the neighbouring townships 
might make it very difficult for the 
company to supply water to the asylum 
at a proper level. He believed that the 
precedents set by the House in past years 
were in favour of the course he was now 
asking it to take, and he held in his | 
hands two Bills. In the first—the Water | 
Confirmation Act, 1898—Parliament in- 
serted a clause indemnifying private | 
owners against loss sustained by the 
depletion of the existing wells, and com- 
pelling those who were responsible for 
the depletion to supply the sufferer 
with a supply equivalent in quality and | 
quantity free of charge. If he were 
rightly informed, when the Wolver- 
hampton Bill was before the House 
it was rejected partly, and possibly 
mainly, on the ground that there would 
be danger of existing wells being depleted. | 


{25 JuLy 1901} 
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The system of going many miles for a 
water supply would, in the eastern 
counties at least, be abandoned in the 
near future; and instead of great cor- 
_porations laying down conduits for a 
hundred miles, they would sink wells 
three or four hundred feet deep in their 
/own territory. He had been informed 
that wells were being sunk deeper and 
deeper into the Anglian chalk, and the 
House would hear of similar cases to 
that which he submitted again and 
again unless some steps were taken to 
protect those who had entered on the 
heavy expenditure which such work 
involved. He was not asking any- 
thing unreasonable. Unless they could 
show a loss they would not receive 


a single farthing in compensation, 
and if a loss was incurred their 


claim would be commensurate with it. 
If they lost their water they would also 
lose their expenditure on machinery, 
and they would have to obtain a supply 
from one of those monopolist companies 
which for years had been so strongly 
protected by the House of Commons. 
He ventured to suggest that, when a 
corporation representing 300,000 people 
appealed to the House of Commons, at 
least careful consideration should be 
given to that appeal. Why did the 
Committee report against the claim of 
the corporation? He could not say 
what was in the minds of the members 
of the Committee, but he would admit 
for the sake of argument that they had 
heard all the evidence and had satisfied 
themselves that any loss was _proble- 
matical. His answer was that, if the 
loss was problematical, there would be no 
claim until it was assured. A second 
objection of the Committee was that 
their works had not been completed, 
and that there was no guarantee of a 
supply of water. The works were now 
completed, and they had an absolute 
guarantee of a supply of water. It 
might be further alleged that the com- 
pany would be able to meet their demand, 
but they had tested that by applying 


He appealed to the House not to | gauges, and had ascertained that the 


cast aside the clause as a frivolous appeal | 
from a 
was a question of public importance, | 
and though it only affected West Ham | 
to-day it would affect other districts | 
throughout the country to-morrow. | 
[FourTH SERIES. ] 
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water did not rise to a greater height 


Committee to the House. It| than that stated in the company’s letter 


twelve months ago. He appealed to the 
House for careful consideration of the 
matter. Unless it was proved that loss 
was sustained through the existence 


B 
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of the new well, there would be no claim. 
If a loss were proved to be sustained, 
surely Parliament ought to take means to 
have that loss recouped. 


Amendment proposed to be made to the 
Bill— 

“In page 10, line 31, after the word 
‘ gallons,’ insert the words, ‘ provided that if 
the supply of water to the existing well at the 
said lunatic asylum shall be diminished or 
prejudicially affected by the exercise by the 
company of the powers conferred upon them 
by this Act, the company shall, within such 
time as may be agreed on or as an arbitrator 
appointed by the Local Government Board 
shall direct, afford to such lunatic asylum free 
of all costs or charges such supply of water as 
may be agreed or directed as aforesaid to be 
equivalent in — and quantity to the 
supply previously enjoyed from the existing 
me pA the said asylum.’”—(Mr. Ernest Gray.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) said that in the absence of the 
hon. Member for the Colne Valley 
Division, who was chairman of the 
Committee, he, as a member of the Com- 
mittee, desired to say a few words. He 
did not profess to have any great ex- 
perience in such matters, but the chair- 
man of the Committee was esteemed, 
not only in the House, but all over 
the country, for his sound judgment 
and good business abilities. He there- 
fore felt safe in his hands. As to the case 
put by the hon. Member for North-West 
Ham, he would state, at the request of 
the chairman of the Committee, that 
the matter had been amply and fully 
considered in all its bearings. They 
looked on the matter impartially, and, 
if he might be permitted to say so, the 
case would not hold water. With 
reference to the point put before the 
House by his hon. friend, the Committee 
considered that an Amendment inserted 
in the other House secured all that was 
necessary. He submitted to the House 
that all the fears expressed by his hon, 


friend had been provided against, and | 


that there would be a sufficient supply 
of water available under the Bill. It 
seemed to him a matter of 30,000 gallons 
of water, and at one stage of the pro- 
ceedings the promoters were prepared 
to settle the matter if they got the water 
at 6d. instead of 8d. per thousand gallons. 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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The matter was a very small one, and he 
hoped the House would support the Com- 
mittee in the decision they had arrived at. 


Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) said the Amendment was by 
way of an appeal from the decision of 
two Committees. The matter was con- 
sidered not only by the Committee 
which had been referred to, and also by 
the Court of Referees, who went care- 
fully into the matter in order to ascertain 
if the opponents of the Bill should or 
should not have a locus standi. The 
Court of Referees was a very strong 
body, and the House should be very 
| careful not too readily to meddle with or 

attempt to override its decisions. The 
| work of the Private Bill Committees was 
‘unquestionably very well done. He 
could speak as to that, because while he 
'had the honour of being Chairman of 
|Ways and Means he had had many 
|opportunities of seeing the hard work 
| discharged by Committees. He did not, 
| however, suggest that there might not 

be extreme cases in which an appeal to 
'the House was justified, although that 
was a very inconvenient course. This 

Committee had examined witnesses, and 
| had considered the matter fully. He 
| agreed with the hon. Member for North- 
| West Ham that if this new well was going 
|to damage the other well it was a very 
| serious matter, but he assumed that this 
question had been fully threshed out in 
| Committee. An effort to compromise the 
/matter had been made, but it was not 
thought seriously of by those opposing 
‘the Bill. If any damage was done by 
'the construction of works by the com- 
| pany, there was a remedy under the 
Lands Clauses Act. He assumed that 
the Corporation of West Ham and the 
company had taken advice upon this 
'matter. He based his opposition to this 
/Amendment upon the fact that this 
_matter had been fully considered by a 
|far more competent tribunal than this 
| House, and they had therefore a right 
to assume that every point had been 
reasonably dealt with. He hoped the 
House would support the Committee, 
because if it did not the result would be 
that Committee work would never be as 
well done in the future as at present 
He hoped, therefore, that the House 
would reject this Amendment. _ 











ab 
bu 
th 
ad 
Tl 
vo 
tio 
th 
mi 
pri 
its 
su] 
yei 
th 
tra 
cip 
It 

per 
mu 
In 

ay 
sou 
by 

his 
not 
eve 
sou 
inst 
mit 
met 
pre: 
anx 
righ 
exp 
wou 
cost 
vidt 
This 
of | 
cory 
and 
to | 
mad 
of ¢ 
This 
was 
hope 


M 
Part 





36 
nd he 
Com- 
ed at. 


W.R., 
as by 
on of 
s con- 
nittee 
lso by 
care- 
prtain 
Id or 
The 
trong 
very 
ith or 
The 
S Was 
. He 
ile he 
an of 
many 
work 
d not, 
it not 
eal to 
. that 
This 
3, and 
He 

Y orth- 
going 
| very 
t this 
yut in 
se the 
s not 
osing 
ne by 
com- 
r the 
that 
1 the 
. this 
9 this 
this 
by a 
1 this 
right 
been 
1 the 
ittee, 
ld be 
be as 
psent 
Louse 








37 South Essex {25 JuLy 1901} Water Bill. 38 
Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) said they ; Committee of Referees, he hoped he 


all recognised the earnestness and the | would be allowed to say a few words. 
devotion of the Private Bill Committee, |The whole thing was purely and simply 
and if this was only a question of evidence | a question of evidence, in which case the 
he would prefer the judgment of the | House was bound to support the decision 
Committee. The same remark also ap-| of the Committee. There had often been 








plied to the Court of Referees. 


but the offer was made conditionally on | 
the company being able to provide an 
adequate supply of water for the asylum. 
There was, however, a principle in- 
volved beyond this. It was not a ques- 


The | 
hon. Member had spoken rather harshly | 
about the company’s offer in the matter, | 


a great deal of hardship upon adjacent 
owners of property because a water com- 
pany had come and put down wells and 
exhausted their water supply, and yet 
| those owners had no right to be heard. 
| It was the business of the Court of 
| Referees not to go into the evidence, but 
| to consider whether there was a prima 


tion merely of supporting or rejecting | facie case to go before the Committee. 
the view of the Committee, but it was a| They considered that under the new 
matter involving the settlement of a/| Standing Order there was a prima facie 
principle, upon which this House ought | case by which the Corporation of West 


itself, of its own judgment, to decide. He | 


Ham were entitled to enter into par- 


supposed that there must be for some | ticulars and prove their case before the 


years to come a continual conflict with | Committee. 


those districts served by water companies 
trading for profit and the great muni- 
cipalities which were rapidly growing. 
It had been the practice of this House, 
perhaps, in the past to range itself too 
much on the side of the water companies. 
In the present case it was a clear issue of 
a water company endeavouring to tap a 


source which had already been tapped | 


by a municipality. The clause which 


his hon. friend proposed to insert would | 
not become operative at all save in the | 


event of the water company draining the | 
source of the supply drawn upon by this 
institution. The ex-Chairman of Com- 
mittees suggested that the difficulty was 
met by the Lands Clauses Act, but that 
presupposed that the injured parties were 
anxious to indulge in litigation. If the 
right hon. Gentleman had had any 
experience of the Lands Clauses Act he 
would know that it was one of the most 
costly proceedings upon which an indi- | 
vidual or a corporation could embark. 
This corporation enjoyed the distinction 
of being one of the most highly rated 
corporations in the United Kingdom, 
and they could not be blamed for desiring | 
to have their position in the matter 
made clear in order to avoid the necessity 
of embarking upon a costly lawsuit. 
This was a question of principle, and it 
was from that point of view that he 
hoped the House would consider it. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 


Partick) said that, as chairman of the 





( 


It was simply a question 
of the evidence to be raised. It was quite 
obvious that it was impossible for them 
to make up their minds how the sinking 
of this new well was going to affect the 
supply simply upon an ex parte state- 
ment. Under the circumstances he did 
not think they could have come to any 
other conclusion than that it was a matter 
upon which the asylum authorities were 
entitled to go into everything. The 
asylum authorities were heard, and the 
Committee decided against them. He 
could not imagine that this House would 
upset the conclusion which the House 
of Lords and this Committee of the House 
_of Commons had arrived at after having 
'had the matter laid fully before them. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) reminded the House that some time 
ago there was a serious water famine in 


| the East End of London, and this water 


company was the only one which had an 
efficient supply. The information of the 
hon. Member for North-West Ham was in 
many respects absolutely incorrect. The 


| company agreed to supply to a height of 


180 feet instead of 100 feet, and instead 
of a 6-inch main a 12-inch main was 
arranged for in the Bill. The hon. 
Member was also misinformed in refer- 
ence to the precedents he had quoted. 
It was West Ham who were coming into 
his division and desiring to take water, 
perhaps for use by the lunatics or for 
watering their 100 acres of land, to the 
detriment of the small houses adjoining. 


B2 
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The only contention placed before the | taught the hon. Member that the dis- 
Committee upstairs was that the water | tance between the wells was a matter of 
should be supplied at 6d. instead of 8d. | indifference, as they were tapping the 
per thousand gallons. That Committee, | same water supply. That supply was: 
after hearing all that could be said by| strictly limited, and the greater the 
West Ham, did not even call on the pro-| number of wells drawing on it the less 
moters of the Bill to reply, as absolutely | must be the pressure at each well. It 
no case had been made out by the oppo- | therefore followed that the sinking of a 
nents. He therefore thought it would} new well in the interests of this private 
be very illogical for the House, without} company must necessarily act preju- 
hearing evidence, to upset the decision | dicially on the well of the corporation, 
of the Committee which had had the) In any case there could be no harm in 
whole matter before it. accepting the Amendment, because if no. 
| damage accrued the terms of the Amend- 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham-} ment would not come into operation. 
lets, Poplar) said that so far as he could | 
see there was no question of principle) Mr. ERNEST GRAY said it was evi- 
involved in the discussion ; it was purely | dent the sense of the House was against 
a question of evidence. That beingso, he| his proposal, and, having no desire to 
thought it was the duty of the House to | occupy time unnecessarily, he would ask 
support the Committee. He hoped the} leave to withdraw the Amendment. 
Amendment would not be pressed to a | 
division, but if that course was adopted | 
he should vote in favour of the Bill. | 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


An Amendment made. 


‘ ; , 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.); Bill to be read the third time. 
asked how hon. Members would look on | 
this matter if it occurred in their OWN) NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 
county, and the county or local autho-| sgOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
rity was interfered with and damnified) Lords’ Amendments considered, andi 
in order to increase the dividends of a 
private company. This was a question 
of the interest of a county authority | Si tt 
against the interest of a private company, | ELLAND GAS BILL [Lords]. 
and he should certainly support the | LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [Lords]. 


Amendment. _ Read the third time, and passed, with 
*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- | Amendments. 


vil) said he had a sympathetic interest in | 

the Amendment of the hon. Member,; WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 
arising from a former association withthe} Read the third time, and passed, with 
borough of West Ham. The corporation | an Amendment. 

had been faced with no ordinary diff- | 


| 


agreed to. 


culties in carrying on municipal govern- | NS 
ment. The rates in West in were | ne rae <r ORATION 
higher probably than in any other| ak’ a ider —e: 
borough in England, and if the Bill under | As amended, consi yeas gee 
consideration threatened a loss to the | ments made ; Bill to be read the third. 
borough the House would be doing a| time. 
great injustice if it did not attempt oad 
safeguard the corporation against the | KILMA A 
apie loss by sendihine the Amend- | CONFIRMATION BILL. 

ment. The hon. Member for the Partick | KIRKCALDY AND DYSART WATER 
Division had expressed doubts as to} ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 
whether the sinking of a well at a distance | [Unpzr Section 7, Sus-secTion (2), OF THE 
of 1,100 yards would affect the supply of | Private Lecistation Procepure (ScoTLanD) 
water to the existing well. The most| AC™ 1899.] 

elementary knowledge of geology and of | 
the strata underlying London would have | to-morrow. 


; | 
Mr. Louis Sinclair. 


RNOCK CORPORATION ORDER: 


Considered ; to be read the third time: 





4] 
HA 


por 
pri 


Con 
Tha 
thei 
unt: 
eloc 


STR 


M 
fron 
Bud 
for t 
mitt 
at h. 


Re 


Th 
Com: 
Brad 
bury 
Police 


Ame! 


Th 
ment 
Lord 


Th: 
“ An 
unde 
{Scot] 
Corpc 
Glasg 
‘Gener 


‘GLAS! 
ANI 
TIO. 
Ord 

Privat 

Act, 1 

mext. 


40) 
- dis- 
er of 
- the 
was: 

the: 
» less 
. oe 
of a 
ivate 
reju- 
tion, 
mM in: 
if no 
1end- 
yn. 
; evi- 
ainst 
re to» 
1 ask 
t. 


1. 


LL. 
and! 


|. 
J 


with 


rds}. 
with 


TION 


end- 


third. 


DER: 


ER 
rds]. 
? THE 
LAND) 


time: 





4] Returns, {25 JuLy 1901} Reports, de. 42 
HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL | PETITIONS. 
[Lords]. 


sae ORT I RATION BILL | EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 
B 
nga with ge aggre > ~ | Petitions in favour, from Anstey ; and 
ak ie upon the Table, and *2 %e| Tjansantffraid ; to lie upon the Table. 
prin . | 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP P). Petition from Rochdale, against ; to 
Sir A. F. Gopson reported from the lie upon the Table. 
Committee on Group P of Private Bills : 
That, there being no business ready for SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS FO 


their consideration, they had adjourned | CHILDREN BILL. 

until Tuesday next, at Twelve of the, Petitions in favour, from Chelsea ; and 

clock. Neweastle-upon-Tyne ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Report to lie upon the Table. Pek ee 
STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BILL [Lords]. aenee 


Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE reported ORDNANCE SURVEY. 
from the Committee on the Stratton and| Copy presented, of Report of the 
Bude Improvement Bill [Lords]: That, Progress of the Ordnance Survey to the 
for the convenience of parties, the Com- | 31st March, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
mittee had adjourned till Friday next, upon the Table. 
at half-past Three of the elock. 
LOSS OF LIFE AT SEA. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
— . ordered 24th July; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
ee ka eee ene to lie upon the Table, and to be 
That they have agreed to—Humber | printed. [No. 281.] 
Commercial Railway and Dock Bill; 
Bradford Corporation Bill; London, Til-;| saG@RARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 
bury, and Southend Railway Bill ; Paisley | Copy presented, of Return for the 
Police and Public Health Bill: with quarter ended 30th June, 1901 [by Com- 
~~ mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
That they have agreed to Amend- 
ment to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill | 
[Lords], without amendment. 


Report to lie wpon the Table. 


COLONIES. 

Copy presented, of Correspondence re- 
lating to the proposed alteration of the 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, Royal Style and Titles of the Crown [by 
“An Act to confirm a Provisional Order Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
under the Private Legislation Procedure | 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow | TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
Corporation (Tramways and General).” SERIES). . . 
Glasgow Corporation (Tramways and) Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
‘General) Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]., Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Nos. 560 and 561 [by Command] ; to lie 


‘GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS upon the Table. 


AND GENERAL) ORDER CONFIRMA- | 

TION BILL [Lords]. | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Ordered, under Section 7 (2) of the! Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
Act, 1899, to be considered upon Monday | 2668 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
mext. Table. 








43 Questions. 
QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICA—TRANSVAAL GOLD 


MINES—NATIVE LABOUR REGULA- 

TIONS. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
the Gold Law of 1896 and the Pass Law 
of 1896, with the Supplementary Regu- 
lations of 1899, applicable to public gold 
diggings in the Transvaal, are now en- 
forced by the British Government ; 
whether the penalties under these laws 
of fine, imprisonment, with hard labour 
and flogging, for the enforcement of 
labour are applicable to all coloured 
people and coloured races of South Africa 
within the proclaimed districts, whether 
they are native residents of the Transvaal 
or immigrants from elsewhere, and 
whether under contract of labour or not ; 
and whether these penalties may now be 


{COMMONS} 





inflicted by resident magistrates and 
assistant resident magistrates without 


Questions. 44 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The Gold Law of 
1898, which repeals that of 1896, and the 
Pass Law of 1899 remain in force until 
repealed, and so far as the gold industry 
is now carried on they are operative. 
The answer to the second question is in 
the affirmative, but I may add that by a 
proclamation issued on 24th June the 
minimum penalties prescribed under the 
Pass Law have been abolished, and magis- 
trates may inflict as small a punishment 
as they think fit. The answer to the 
first part of the third question is in the 
negative, and to the last part in the 
affirmative. His Majesty's Government 
have the amendment of the legislation in 
question under their consideration. | 
may add that Lord Milner is_ in 
favour of very strict limitations of the 
penalty of flogging, if not its ultimate total 
abolition, except for brutal crimes such 
as rape, and Lord Milner has been re- 
quested to take the earliest opportunity 
after his return to deal with the whole 
subject. The Papers asked for shall be 


appeal, except when the lashes exceed | Jaid, 


twelve in number ; and whether care has | 
been taken that these magistrates shall | 
not be persons connected with the gold | 
mines ; whether in His Majesty’s West 
Indian colonies any similar penalties are 
in force respecting the labour of coloured 
persons not being immigrants under 
indenture ; and whether in the case of 
the latter the penalties for breach of con- 
tract of service are of a much lighter 
character than those in the Pass Laws, 
the use of the lash being whollyjexcluded ; 
whether His Majesty’s Government will 
abrogate the existing Pass Law as regards 
natives of colour in the Transvaal not 
being immigrants, and whether he will 
extend to immigrants under contracts 
of service the humane provisions in force 
in the West Indian Colonies, such as 
those contained in the Immigration 
Ordinances of 1899 for Trinidad and 
Tobago; whether he will lay upon the 
Table copies of the Gold Law and Pass 
Laws now in force in the Transvaal, and 





also the Immigration Ordinances of 1899 
applicable to the West Indian Colonies, 
and also any proclamation of the High 
Commissioner giving effect to the native 
labour laws and other laws now in force 
in the Transvaal. 


*Sirm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can inform the House of the 
precise alterations which have been made 
to modify the penalties of lashes at discre- 
tion under the Pass Laws, and of twenty- 
five lashes under the Gold Laws, appli- 
cable to coloured workmen, the term 
coloured including British-Indian sub- 
jects. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No sen- 
tence inflicting more than twelve lashes 
can now be carried out without the con- 
firmation of the High Commissioner, 
minimum penalties have been abolished, 
and the legal adviser to the Government 
has issued a circular to resident magis- 
trates intimating that it is his very 
strong opinion that it is not as a rule 
desirable to impose the sentence of lashes 
as a punishment for a first offence, 
unless the offence is of so serious a 
character that it would be more proper 
for the cognisance of the special criminal 
court. 


As I have stated in reply to Sir 
William Harcourt, the whole question: 
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will be carefully reconsidered immediately; Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg 
on Lord Milner’s return. 'to ask the Secretary of State for War 
| whether he will state what officer gave 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: May the order for the attendance at the 
[ ask the Colonial Secretary whether execution of their — man in oe 
care will be taken that the resident | prison of Dordrecht, Cape Colony, 
magistrates administering the gold laws some twenty British colonists of ane 
shall not be persons connected with the | descent ; whether the order was given 
gold mines ? with the knowledge of the general 
officer commanding; and, if not, 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I do not | whether such a proceeding is in accord- 
quite understand in what way the right ance with Army Regulations; were 
hon. Gentleman means. The resident these compelled to attend as prisoners 
magistrates,whoarelegal persons,cannot of war, under what penalty did they 
be connected with the gold mines. attend, and what was the object to be 
attained ; whether there is precedent 
Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: It was) for such action; whether, seeing that in 
stated by the hon. Member for Mansfield | 1882, at the time of the insurrection 
some time ago that eivil appointments in Egypt, when a public execution was 
had been given to a number of persons carried out in Alexandria, the Govern- 
connected with the gold mines. ment refrained from compelling the 
‘attendance of the public, the Govern- 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That state-| ment will at once issue orders that, in 
ment did not apply to the magistrates, the event of other executions taking 
and the appointments referred to by place, such compulsion shall be pro- 
the Agee: Member were made, not by the | hibited. 
civil but by the military authorit Iz ae 
I am not sure, either, that the wre dae ye riage i ign orneorsee 
REDS i : é s Ss 
atl ital have already read out to the House. 
| I have not been able at such brief notice 
EXECUTION OF REBELS—COMPULSORY | to inquire into the historical precedents 
ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. relating to military executions. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): iF ! 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for) Mr. PIRIE: Will the right hon. 
War whether it is contemplated to Gentleman make inquiry of Lord 
advise the Commander-in-Chief in| Kitchener as to the exceptional circum- 
South Africa to prohibit in future stances of this case ? 
He hoce gation being imposed on Mr. BRODRICK: imagine the object 
ot sli ads siiaens ‘in bringing together other persons 
‘ who were disloyal under such circum- 
stances was that the scene should act 


My bsg enerntl ** ig ong 'as a deterrent, for the purpose of pre- 
: Mr. DRODRICK, Surrey, Guud- | venting similar acts on their part in the 
ford): I am only aware of one case in | 


i tu 
which this has been done, and I do not | Seams. 
aap essing 3 to give Lord nr retagl | Mr. PIRIE: Will the right hon. 
any advice on the matter reterred 0. | Gentleman make inquiry in South 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Did the | Africa ? 
at Cie comin Sey preston? §—§ | ie. LABOUCHERE: Wia- it: it 


| creased the loyalty of these persons ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I secre mie 


with Lord Kitchener and asked for facts. Mr. PIRIE: I respectfully submit 


,that I ought to have an answer to my 
| question. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S. ): | 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that | 
in this country public executions have | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
been abolished for thirty years question on the Paper has been answered. 
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If the hon. Member wishes for further | under the notice of the Commander-in- 
information he must put a question | Chief. 
down. 
Mr. BRODRICK: It is not in my 
Mr. PIRIE: I shall be satisfied if| power to give the hon. Member any 
the right hon Gentleman promises | information with regard to either ques- 
to make inquiry in South Africa. tion. All rewards have been carefully 
considered, with the reports of the 
SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—DISTRIBUTION | ficers in command, and I am not 
OF REWARDS. | prepared to discuss the reason of any 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to recommendations made by the Com- 
ask the Secretary of State for War mander-in-Chief. 


hat explanation, if any, the W ar Office Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Why don't 
1as to give of the fact that, while two ceils ht Wied Wivailes ¢ 

clerks in the De Beers Company, the | 7°" sci klar 
one a cyclist and the other employed L 
throughout the siege of Kimberley in a [Laten.] 
clerical capacity, have obtained the} Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
Distinguished Service Order, two officers right hon. Gentleman ask the Com- 
of distinguished merit, the one a holder | mander-in-Chief for information on the 
of the Victoria Cross, have been passed | point raised by my second question ? 
over although mentioned in Colonel 

Kekewich’s despatches for conspicuous} Mr. BRODRICK: I am quite aware 
ability and gallantry during the siege} of his motives, but I am not going to 
of Kimberley. | give them to the House. 





| 
Mr. BRODRICK: I propose at the| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is it the 
same time to answer another question | practice to consult Cecil Rhodes-—— 
by the hon. Member on the same subject. | 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No, no. I does not arise out of the question. 
rise to a point of order. The right hon. | 
Gentleman is the only Minister whom | . 
I have to accuse of want of courtesy. | CLAIM OF THE DE BEERS COMPANY. 
I have put down two perfectly distinct} Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
questions, and I wish to ask them sepa-|the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
rately. The right hon. Gentleman wishes | whether he will state how many claims 
to jumble both together. I will ask one | have been sent in to His Majesty’s 
only. |Government by De Beers for expenses 
incurred during the siege of Kimberley, 
*Mr. SPEAKER: It is an exceedingly | what was the amount of the sum claimed 
common practice to answer together |in the first instance, and what is the 
questions which deal with the same | date of the presentation of the claim : 
matters. If any inconvenience arises | what was the amount of the sum recently 
the hon. Member can put another ques- | claimed, and the date of the presentation 
tion. I hope he will not do so un-| of the claim ; whether he is aware that 
necessarily. among the items of the claims of the 
| Company for payment are £19 10s. for 
The following was the second Question | a wreath for a staff officer’s grave, £70 
on the Paper :— 'for cab hire for a newspaper corre- 
}spondent connected with the company, 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: To ask the | £788 in respect of employment of native 
Secretary of State for War whether he | runners to bring up newspapers to Mr. 
can explain why Colonel Kekewich, | Rhodes from Modder River, and £25, 
who was in command at the siege of | being the expense incurred by Mr. 
Kimberley, was not consulted as to the | Rhodes in getting a private letter sent 
way in which rewards should be dis- | to Mafeking ; and whether he can state 
tributed to those whom he had brought | the result of the negotiations between 
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49 Questions. 


the Government and the De Beers 
Company, and whether he is prepared 
to lay the Papers respecting them upon 
the Table. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The first statement 
of expenses incurred by the De Beers 


Company during the siege of Kimberley | 


amounted to about £300,000, and was 
put forward soon after the relief of 
Kimberley, early in 1900. This state- 
ment was returned to the company by 
the military authorities in South Africa 
with a request that they should send in 
a tabulated claim with vouchers of such 
charges as they proposed to press against 
the Imperial Government. This claim, 
amounting to £54,641 4s. 9d., was 
referred by the military authorities in 
South Africa to the War 


second paragraph. The claim is 
under examination, and no payment 
in respect of it has been made. There 
does not appear to be any necessity to 
lay any Papers on the subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Do I under- 
stand that the claim first made by the 
De Beers Company was £300,000, and 


that it has now been reduced to £54,000 2 | 


Mr. BRODRICK: No; the state- 
ment of expenses incurred was £300,000, 
but the claim made on the Government 
is £54,000. 


CONCENTRATION AND REFUGEE 
CAMPS. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
‘the Secretary of State for War whether 
he has noticed that there were 310 
‘deaths among the 19,811 white children 
confined in the refugee camps in the 
Transvaal during the month of June, 
this being at the rate of about 18 per 
‘ent. per annum, whereas in the refugee 
‘amps in Cape Colony, where 274 white 
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/annum of deaths, in the refugee camps 
‘in Natal, there were no deaths amongst 
| the 11.201 coloured children confined 
|in these camps during that month, and 
| whether he can explain this difference 
|in the deaths between white children 
'and coloured children. 

Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to a 
‘telegram despatched on the 14th July, 
inquiring whether any special epidemic 

is accountable for the death rate in the 
| Transvaal and Orange River camps in 
ithe month of June, Lord Kitchener 
| telegraphed that measles have been very 
| prevalent. I have no further informa- 
tion to hand. Any comparison of these 
| statistics without proper and detailed 
| data would be most misleading. 


Office for | 
instructions on the 24th April, 1901. 
The original statement, which was not | 
in the nature of a claim, did include | 
items of the nature described in the} 
still | 


HOSPITAL ACCOMMODATION FOR 
RETURNED OFFICERS. 

GeNeRAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
‘tary of State for War whether hospital 
accommodation is provided for sick and 
wounded officers returning to this 
country from the seat of war; if so, 
‘whether the accommodation provided 
has been found sufficient for all cases 
‘that require attention; and whether 
for such officers as are not accommo- 
dated in hospital professional attendance 
‘is furnished at the public expense, and 
pecuniary allowance given to meet the 
cost of private hospital, provision of 
nurses, or other necessary outlay. 


Mr. BRODRICK: At Netley sixteen 
beds are available, and seventy-five 
officers in all have been treated there. 
At Herbert Hospital two beds are avail- 
able, but none have applied to be treated 
‘there. More officers might have availed 
'themselves of the accommodation pro- 
‘vided in these hospitals. As regards 
| private accommodation, it was provided 
'in some cases free of expense owing to 
| the generosity of private organisations. 
|The question of providing for private 
| medical attendance at the public expense 


° - ° . 
children were confined, there were no! js ynder consideration. 





deaths during that month, and whether | 


he can explain the causes of this dis- | - 
¢repancy ; whether he has noticed that! LORD ROBERTS'S WAR GRATUITY. 


whereas there were during the month} Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
of June 182 deaths amongst the 17,963 | the Secretary of State for War whether 
white children, i.¢., a rate of 2,184 per| he can say what amount has been paid, 
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{COM 


or will be paid to Lord Roberts, out of 
the gratuity allocated to His Majesty’s 
troops in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A war gratuity 
of £2,500 will be payable to Lord Roberts 
under the scale adopted. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is that in 
addition to the increase of his salary 
from £4,500 to £5,000 a year? He is 
well paid for his telegram. 


OFFICIAL NOTIFICATION OF 
SOLDIERS’ DEATHS. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
the notification of the death of Corporal 
Edward Collard, Border Regiment, a 
Reservist, who was killed on the railway 
at Hunslet, near Leeds, on 8th June, 
while returning from South Africa, 


was sent to an old address, with the | 


result that his relatives knew nothing 
of his death until a week after the inquest 





MONS} 


pay sheets have not yet arrived from 
South Africa ; and that the 42nd Com- 
pany on discharge received £10 on 
account of arrears of pay, being told 
it was uncertain when they would get 
the remainder ; and if he can state what 
proportion of discharged Yeomanry are 
re-enlisting. 


Questions. 52 


Lorp STANLEY: Instructions have 
already been sent to pay the men of the 
78th Company four-fifths of what pay 
appears to be due to them, and of the 
42nd Company such sum, not exceeding 
sixty-one days arrears of pay as the men 
may claim, or four-fifths of the amount 
claimed, if there is any evidence of the 
approximate sum due. The Imperial 
Yeomanry is not at present open to re- 
enlistment. 


Mr. CAINE: Why have not the pay 
sheets come ? 
Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member, 


I hope, will recognise that in the circum- 
stances, of the war, pay sheets are some- 








and burial ; and seeing that his orders | times difficult to make up, and excuses 
to rejoin as a Reservist, together with | must be made for delay. I can assure 
orders for reserve pay, were sent to 49,/the hon. Member everything possible 


Barnsbury Road, Islington, which, | 
had the notification of decease been so | 
addressed, would have given his relatives | 
timely notice of his death, whether he | 
will inquire into this matter. 





THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY T0 | 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : Corporal | 
Collard‘s death was properly notified to | 
his next-of-kin at the address which he | 
gave as that of his next-of-kin. If there | 
was any change in the address of his 
next-of-kin, Corporal Collard should have 
notified it to his company officer. His 
reserve pay orders were duly sent to 
the address which he gave as his own. 
It must be remembered that a soldier 
and his next-of-kin frequently do not 
have the same address. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PAY ARREARS. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he is aware that the men of the 
78th Company Imperial Yeomanry, who 
were discharged six weeks ago, are unable 
to get their overdue pay, because the 





is done to avoid delay. 


WAR HONOURS FOR THE MILITIA. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will state 
the proportion of honours conferred on 
the officers and men of the Militia as 
compared with other branches of the 


military forces serving in South-Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As stated in the 
preamble to Lord Roberts's despatch 
published on the 16th April, the honours 
to be conferred on the officers and men 
for regimental service will be published 
in a later Gazette, and until this Gazette 
is published the proportion asked for 
cannot be stated. 


DISTRIBUTION OF WAR MEDALS. 

CoLonEL BAIN (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if, seeing that medals have 
already been distributed to officers and 
men of the Regular, Volunteer, and 
colonial forces, and will be on the 26th 
instant to the Yeomanry, he can state 
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when it is intended to distribute medals 
to officers and men of the Militia who 
have returned from service in South 
Africa. 


Lorp STANLEY: On Monday next 
His Majesty will present some medals to 
officers and permanent staff of four 
Militia battalions and to men of some 
service companies. The rest will be 
jssued as soon as the medal rolls are 
forwarded to the War Office. 


MILITARY OFFENCES IN THE FIELD. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): On behalf of my colleague in the 
representation of Dundee, I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
of No. 7,225, Black Watch Royal High- 
landers, who enlisted when under sixteen, 
and is now only seventeen and a half 
years of age, was in thirteen engagements 
in South Africa, and after being kept | 
almost continually marching was found | 
asleep from physical exhaustion when on 
duty and sentenced to two years im- 
prisonment, which he is now undergoing 
in the prison at Wakefield ; whether it 
has been brought to his knowledge that 
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o£ 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Has 
the boy been released ? 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, in the early 
part of the month. 


Mr. PIRIE: Are the facts stated in 
the question as to the boy’s age correct ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I cannot say. 
Mr. PIRIE: Will the noble Lord 
inquire ¢ 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Mr. PIRIE: I respectfully ask you,. 
Mr. Speaker, if I am in order in putting 
that question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The noble Lord has 
stated that he is not in a position to 
give an answer, and that he will not 
enquire. 


Mr. PIRIE: I will bring the matter 
up on the Estimates to-night. 











COURTS-MARTIAL—STATISTICS OF 
IMPRISONMENT. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg, 





this boy has two well-conducted brothers | on behalf of my colleague, to ask the 
in the Army and another in the Navy, | Secretary of State for War whether he 
that his parents are in distress on account | will agree to a Return of the number of 
of his treatment, and that his mother} soldiers who have served in the South 





is suffering in her health on account of | 
it, and whether there is any prospect 
of the lad’s sentence being speedily 
mitigated. 


Lorp STANLEY: This question re- 
fers to the case of No. 7225, Private H. 
Mellon, 2nd Royal Highlanders. He 
was sentenced in January last to two 
years hard labour for sleeping on his 
post. In the early part of this month 
it was decided to release him. 


Mr. PIRIE: Will you inquire as to 


the enlistment of this boy under age ? 


_Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. 








Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): May I call 
attention to the case of a boy of sixteen 
years who has been twelve months in | 
prison, and has not yet been released ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 154 


African War now imprisoned in this 
country, of the offences for which they 
have been committed, the punishments 
awarded them, and the number of cases 
in which the sentences have been revised 
and the punishments mitigated. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. Would 
the hon. Member kindly refer to the 
reply to a similar question put by the 
hon. Member for North Louth on the 
14th March.+ 


8tu KING’S LIVERPOOL REGIMENT. 

Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the 3rd and 4th battalions 
of the 8th King’s Liverpool Regiment, 
formed last year, and now quartered in 
Ireland, are to be disbanded at once ;. 





+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xe., page 
546. 
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and, if so, whether he will state the 
grounds for such a change of policy. 


Mr. BRODRICK: When the Esti- 
mates for the present year were made, 
-eight battalions of the garrison regiment 


were included, with the double advantage | 


that they required no twin battalions at 
home to maintain them, and that they 
did not involve an additional strain on 
the recruiting market. It was decided 
that under the circumstances it was 
feasible to reduce the number of new line 
battalions authorised in 1900 from 
fourteen to twelve, and the Commander- 
in-Chief selected the two battalions of the 
Liverpool Regiment as those which, for 
recruiting reasons, it was most desirable 
to dispense with. The strength of these 
two battalions is only together 875 non- 
commissioned officers and men, and the 


MONS} 


| where, in consequence of Mr. M‘Brayne’s 
failure to provide a suitable steamer, they 
had to spend the night under conditions 
'which involved suffering and_incon- 
| venience. 
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I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
|for War if he will ascertain why Mr. 
| David M‘Brayne’s steamer “ Clansman ” 
| was not available to convey 600 men of 
‘the 3rd Seaforth Highlanders (Militia) 
from Kyle of Lochalsh to Stornoway, 
seeing that she was lying at Kyle of 
|Lochalsh on 11th June, the night on 
‘which the men reached that place for 
Stornoway ; and, seeing that the men 
had only just returned from a hot climate, 
and that the night was cold, wet, and 
‘stormy, will he ascertain why a steamer 
was provided which afforded no protec- 
tion from the weather. 


men will be absorbed in the first and | 


second battalions. 


LABOURERS’ WAGES IN GOVERNMENT 
ESTABLISHMENTS. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg | 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 


whether the labourers employed under 
the War Department at Devonport and 
other naval establishments will receive 
:a similar advance in wages as recently 
conceded to labourers employed by the 
Admiralty. 


LorD STANLEY : The matter is under 
- consideration. 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH 
HIGHLANDERS. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that the 


‘Commanding Officer of the 3rd Seaforth | 


Highlanders (Militia) asserts that Mr. 
David M‘Brayne was warned by the 
‘Officer Commanding the 72nd Regi- 
mental District that a special boat would 
be required on 11th June to convey the 
Lewis section of the battalion (600 men) 
to Stornoway, and that thirty-six hours 
notice was given of the hour of sailing, 
will he call upon Mr. M‘Brayne to explain 
why he gave no intimation of his inability 
to provide a steamer capable of conveying 
all the men until 7.30 p.m. on 11th June, 
by which time the men had been en- 


| Lorp STANLEY: In reply to these 
' questions, I have nothing to add to the 
information which I have already given 
to the House. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord 
answer the first part of my question ? 
He has ignored it absolutely. It has 
never been answered. 


| Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 


add to my previous answers. 


| Mr. WEIR: Well, I shall raise the 
| question again. 


COST OF TRANSPORTS. 


| Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
|of State for War if he will grant the Re- 
turn on the Paper as to South Africa 
(Cost of Transports). 


THE SECRETARY To tHe ADMI- 
| RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-ForstEr, Belfast, 
| W.): [have been asked by my right hon. 
friend to answer this question, as it con- 
‘cerns the transport department of the 
Navy. For reasons which I gave to the 
hon. Member the other day, when he 
addressed a similar question to the 
Admiralty, it will not be possible to give 
the Return in the exact form asked for. 
The preparation of such a Return would 
‘involve the expenditure of much time 
and labour, without any apparent com- 
mensurate public advantage, inasmuch 


trained at Dingwall for Kyle of Lochalsh, (as each case has to be dealt with according 
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to its particular circumstances. When 
the transactions connected with the 
chartering of ships for the operations in | 
South Africa are concluded, full particu- | 
lars on this subject will probably be avail- | 
able. 

| 

NAVAL AMMUNITION—ARMOUR- 
PIERCING SHELLS. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, | 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether at the present 
time any armour-piercing shells filled 
with high explosives have been supplied 
to His Majesty's Navy, and can he say 
what thickness of plate the present 
lyddite common shells will penetrate, 
and whether he has any official informa- 
tion showing that the United States 
Government have adopted a high explo- 
sive which can be carried through thick 
armour, and which does not detonate 
outside the plate, but which explodes by 
the action of the fuze only ; and, seeing 
that ships carrying such shells would 
have an advantage over our ships which 
carry only armour-piercing shells filled 
with common black powder, whether 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 


armour-piercing shells used in the Navy | 


are not filled with high explosives. Shells 
containing lyddite detonate against thin 


armour and do little damage inside the | 


ship. No official information has been 
received in the sense suggested in the 
third paragraph of the hon. Member’s 
question. The question of whether it, 
be possible, or desirable, to substitute | 
a high explosive for black powder in| 
armour-piercing shells is now under con- 


sideration by the Explosives Committee. | 


VICTUALLING IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary to the Admiralty 
he can state the cause of the 
delay in presenting the Report of the 
Committee appointed to inquire into 
the victualling of the Navy, and whether 
any decision has been arrived at as to 
the reforms recommended. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Re- 
port is now being printed, and I hope it 
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The question as to whether the recom- 

mendations of the Committee should be 

adopted in full or otherwise is still under - 
consideration. 


BELLEVILLE BOILERS. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
| borough): I beg to ask the Secretary to - 
‘the Admiralty whether he can state what 
sum was paid by the Admiralty for the - 
licence to manufacture Belleville boilers, 
and how much has been expended in 
special plant and other preparations for 
their manufacture. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No sum 
has been paid by the Admiralty for the - 
licence to manufacture Belleville boilers, 
but a royalty of 18 francs per square 
metre of heating surface has been paid 
for each boiler constructed for or by the - 
Admiralty. The sum of £7,000 has been 
expended in special plant for the manu- 
facture and repair of Belleville boilers. 


Mr. WEIR: Can the hon. Gentleman . 
give the total amount of the royalties 


| paid 4 


he can say what steps he proposes to take. | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
already given that information to the 
House. 


HONG KONG DOCKS. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether the Admiralty have given 


attention to the growing needs of Hong 


Kong as the headquarters of the British 
Fleet and the entrepot for trade in the 
Chinese seas, and whether they have 
taken these considerations into account 
in selecting the site for the dock on the 
‘island of Hong Kong now in course of 
_construction ; whether they have received: 
any representations either from the 

naval authorities on the station, from 
the colonial authorities, or the commer- 
cial community at Hong Kong, or from 
their own engineers, showing that a 
mistake had been made in the selection. 
of that site; whether there is available 


/another site on the mainland, instead 
‘of the island of Hong Kong, which 


would allow of the expansion of the works, . 
and be in other respects preferable to 


will shortly be presented to the House. | the present site ; how much of the total. 
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estimated expenditure of £1,275,500 
has already been expended; and will 
the Admiralty, before proceeding further 
with this dock, reconsider the whole 
matter, and meantime suspend the 
further prosecution of the works now 
in progress. 


*Toe CIVIL LORD oF tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The reply to the first two 
paragraphs is in the affirmative. Repre- 
sentations have been received from the 
colonial authorities suggesting the re- 
moval of the dockyard to the main- 
land. These have been fully considered 
by the naval advisers of the Admiralty 
and it has been decided to retain the 
present site, the area of which has been 
much extended by the acquisition of 
the adjoining War Office reclamation. 
In reply to the third paragraph, the sum 
is about £150,000. The reply to the 
last paragraph is in the negative. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Have the Ad- 
miralty decided to retain the site con- 
trary to the recommendation of their 
own engineers, and after it has been con- 
demned by the colonial authorities ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN : I did not say that 
the site had been condemned, but that 
representations had been received. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Were the 
representations from the colonial authori- 
ties to the effect that the site was the 
right one ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: No, 


were not. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): May I ask whether the Civil Lord 
of the Admiralty will consider the 
advisability of inviting the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn to proceed to Hong 
Kong at the earliest opportunity, for the 
purpose of probing this matter further ? 


Sir; they 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I ask 
whether, in that event, His Majesty’s 
Government will pay some attention 
to the Report, and will not ask for it to 
be rewritten ? 


INDIAN BUDGET, ~*~ 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
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India whether he can give the date upon 
which the Indian Budget will be dix 
cussed. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HamiLton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I am afraid I am not in a 
position to state the exact date. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
Famine Report be issued before the 
Budget is taken ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am afraid 
there is no likelihood of that being done. 


TRIAL BY JURY IN INDIA. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether any 
restrictions are intended to be imposed 
upon the present system of trial by jury 
in India, and, if so, whether he will ex- 
plain to the House the reasons offered 
for such restrictions ; and whether the 
House will have an opportunity of dis- 
cussing the matter before a final decision 
is taken. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: There is no 
authority for the allegation in the first 
part of the question. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the noble Lord 
consider the advisability of introducing 
the Irish jury system into India, so that 
Parsees may be refused admission to the 
jury bax ? 


BRITISH CONSULATE AT ODESSA. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that the Britannic consulate-general 
at Odessa has been removed from the 
central urban position it has occupied 
for many years to a distant suburb, to 
which the 800 British shipmasters who 
annually enter and leave the port must 
pay two visits, upon entering and leav- 
ing, at a cost of a rouble each visit for 
droschky hire; whether he is aware 
that persons doing business with the 
consul general are thus incommoded 
and put to otherwise needless trouble 
and cost, and whether the removal of the 
consulate was made with the knowledge 





beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


and assent of the Foreign Office, and 
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whether he will inquire fully into the) 
matter. 


*Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 

ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount | 
‘CRANBORNE, Rochester) : (1) The Foreign | 
Office is not aware that the office of the 
consulate general at Odessa has been 
moved, but inquiry will be made. | 
(2) The position of the consulate has 
not been made the subject of any com- 
plaint. 


CHINA—FOREIGN GARRISONS IN 
SHANGHAL 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Government have | 
asked for or received any assurance from 
the French, German, and Japanese | 
Governments that their troops are only 
temporarily stationed at Shanghai ; and | 
at what period these troops are to be! 
withdrawn. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: The date 
of the final evacuation of Shanghai, 
as of other parts of China occupied by 
the Allied forces, has not yet been deter- 
mined, but we have no reason to believe 
that any of the Governments alluded 
to desire to retain troops permanently 
at that port. 


THE YANG-TSYE—REPORTED 
BURSTING OF BANKS. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under} 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 
whether he can give any information 
as to the bursting of the banks of the 
Yang-tsye, near Ngan-king, and the 
consequent destruction of property. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: We have 
not received any report relative to this. 


LEAD POISONING STATISTICS. 
Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that, out of 64 cases of lead poisoning 
reported during June, only eight cases 
were in the china and earthenware 
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trades, and can he state in what trades 
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issues new special rules for the china and 
earthenware industries rather than for 
the trades where there are a greater 
number of cases of lead poisoning. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuig£, Croydon): The figures quoted 
by the hon. Member are correct, but it 
might be added that the eight cases in 


| the china and earthenware trade included 
| two out of the total of four fatal cases for 
|the month. The remaining 55 cases 
/were spread in small numbers over 
| several trades. 


There is only one trade 
(the manufacture of white lead) in which 
the number of cases is greater than in 
china and earthenware, and for this 


| trade new rules have recently been made. 


The reasons for proposing the new rules 


‘for china and earthenware are fully 


given in published reports and in letters 
to the manufacturers. 


MUTOSCOPES IN THE VALE OF 
HEALTH, HAMPSTEAD. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that mutoscopes or kalloscopes, with 
pictures of an objectionable nature and 
titles of a suggestive character, are now 
being exhibited in the Vale of Health, 
Hampstead, and elsewhere, and, seeing 
that the police declare themselves power- 
less to interfere, whether he can apply or 
propose a remedy. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I must refer the hon. 
Member to a previous answer on this 
subject, in which I pointed out that there 
are many pictures which may be sugges- 
tive and objectionable but which are not 
so indecent or obscene as to afford 


grounds for a successful prosecution. 
|The pictures referred to in the question 
'are, I am informed, of this nature. 
glad to learn, however, that this evil has 


Iam 
recently greatly abated. 


PRISON OFFICERS’ GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he has considered the memorial 


chiefly the remaining 56 cases occurred ;| presented last year to his predecessor 
and for what reason the Home OBice | signed by the officers of His Majesty’s 
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prisons, whether he has replied to the 
same, and whether he proposes to carry 
into effect any of the wishes of the 
memorialists. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have considered the 
memorials in question, which were 1,782 
in number. Answers were given by my 
predecessor to questions on the 12th 
March and 23rd July, 1900, to the effect 
that the question of pensions is primarily 
one for the Treasury, and that he was not 
prepared to propose the legislation which 
would be necessary in order to carry the 
prayer of the petition into effect. I fear 
I can only repeat those answers. 


Mr. JOHN HUTTON : Willan answer 
be sent to the memorialists 2 


*Mr. RITCHIE :I have no doubt they 


have seen the answer, but if my hon. | 


friend wishes to have it directly com- 
municated to them, I will take care that 
that is done. 


LORD MILNER’S WELCOME TO 
THE CITY. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that for 
several hours on Tuesday last not merely 
vehicular traffic but the passage of 
pedestrians in the vicinity of the Guild- 
hall and the Mansion House was ob- 
structed and at times suspended owing 
to the congested state of the streets by 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that persons were 
unable to transact their banking business 
| owing to this corrupt Jingo harlequinade? 


RATES FOR CONVEYANCE OF CYCLES 
BY RAIL. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Board of 
Trade, in the Mansfield Light Railway 
Order, the Barnsley Light Railway Order, 
| and the Blackburn, Whalley, and Padi- 
ham Light Railway Order, ordered that 
| the maximum rate for the conveyance 
| of a bicycle upon the light railway should 
| be 2d. per mile, with a minimum charge 
| of 6d., and that this charge is considered 
| by cyclists as prohibitive ; and, seeing 





| that in the same Orders the maximum 
| charge fixed for the conveyance of calves, 
| pigs, and sheep was at the rate of 14d. 
| per head per mile, and that there is less. 
| trouble and attendant expense in con- 
| veying a bicycle than in conveying a 
| Sheep, a calf, or a pig, whether the Board 
of Trade will, in considering further 
| Orders, fix a smaller rate of charge for 
| the conveyance of bicycles. 
| THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
| or TRADE (Mr.Gera_p Barour, Leeds, 
| Central): The Board of Trade have in- 
| serted provisions in the Orders referred 
| to which have the effect of reducing the 


the crowds who collected on the occasion | maximum charge for the carriage of 


of the conferring of the freedom of the 


| bicycles from 1s. a mile, which appeared 


City of London on Lord Milner, and | jin the Provisional Order to the rates 


whether, having regard to the incon-| mentioned by the hon. Member. 


venience entailed on private individuals | 
by the state of the streets, care will be 
taken on the occasion of future functions 
of this nature to secure the freedom of | 
vehicular traffic and the passage of 
pedestrians through the business and 
commercial centres of the City of London. | 


The 
Amendment was putin by consent. The 
Board will consider each case on its 
merits. 


HIGHLAND MAIL PACKET SERVICE. 
Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the President 


| of the Board of Trade whether he is aware 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am not surprised to 
learn that large crowds collected in order 
to do honour to Lord Milner on the 
occasion of the presentation of the free- | 
dom of the City. No doubt this caused | 
some congestion, with which Iam sure the | 
police did their best to deal. In any case, | 


this is a matter for the City police autho- | 
rities, and I have no authority to sive 
directions with respect toit. — 

| 


that the aggregate age of four iron-built 
steamers employed by Mr. David 
M‘Brayne on the West Highland Mail 
Packet Service is 161 years, the “* Clydes- 
dale” being thirty-nine years old, the 
“Glencoe” fifty-four years old, the 
‘* Lovedale ’’ thirty-four years old, and 
the ‘‘ Gael ” thirty-four years old ; and 
seeing that these steamers have to carry 
passengers as well as mails and goods 
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through seas which are frequently 
stormy, will he have some inquiry made 
with a view to ascertain whether they 
are seaworthy and suitable for the con- 
veyance of passengers in rough weather. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ages 
of the vessels to which the hon. Member 
refers are practically as stated in the 
question. They are thoroughly sur- 
veyed periodically by Board of Trade 
surveyors, and I am advised that they 
are strong, well-maintained vessels, fit 
in every way for the service in which 
they are engaged. 


SAILORS’ RATIONS—THE “ MAYFIELD.” 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


E.): I beg to ask the President of the | 


Board of ‘Trade whether the provisions 
supplied the crew of the steamship 
* Mayfield” on her last voyage were 
examined by a Board of Trade inspector ; 
ii so, Whether he is in a position to give 
any explanation as to the quality of the 
and whether the vessel was pro- 
visioned at the owners’ expense, or 
whether they allowed the captain money 
to find the crew in food ; and, if so, what 
amount. ; 

I beg also to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to a case at South Shields 
where three seamen of the steamship 
* Mayfield” were awarded compensation 
by the bench of magistrates for receiving 
insufficient food on board ship; and, 
seeing that the meat on the “ Mayfield ”’ 
was unfit for use and the biscuits in such 
small quantities that each sailor received 
but one a day, whether the Board of 
Trade will take steps against the owner 
of this vessel for not having made proper 
provision for the feeding of the crew. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : I propose 
to answer together the hon. Member’s 
two questions with regard to the “ May- 
field.”’ The vessel's provisions did not 
come under inspection by the Board of 
Trade. The Merchant Shipping Act 
only provides for the inspection of the 
provisions of ships going through the 
Suez Canal or round the Cape of Good 
Hope, or Cape Horn. I am advised 
that, in the circumstances, I have no 
power to interfere. As the hon. Member 
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compensation, but the others did not 
proceed, and accepted their wages with- 
out any addition by way of compensa- 
tion. I am informed by the owner of 
the vessel that she was provisioned at 
his expense. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether, in view of the fact, which is 
admitted, that this ship was at sea forty 
days inadequately provisioned, the right 
hon. Gentleman will consider the advis- 
ability of the Board of Trade taking fresh 
powers in order to be able to deal with 
cases of this kind ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I doubt 
whether such powers are necessary, but 
I will consider the matter. 


THE LOSS OF THE “MOEL TRYVAU.” 
Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been called to the loss of the 
sailing vessel ‘* Moel Tryvau”’ in the 
English Channel on the 19th January 
last ; whether he can state the number 
of the crew employed on this vessel at 
the time of her loss, how many were able 
seamen, and how many of the able 
seamen were able to prove four years 
sea service; whether the owners have 
made any report as required by 
Section 255 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, and whether he will insist on the 
owners furnishing a return at once. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir ; 
as I have already informed the hon. 
Member in reply to a previous question, 
my attention has been called to the case 
to which he reters. The crew of the 
“Moel Tryvau”’ consisted of eighteen 
hands all told. The owners inform me 
that eight of these were able seamen, 
but the Board of Trade have not yet ob- 
tained official information as regards 
the length of their service. The owners 
are sending in the list required by Section 
255 of the Merchant Shipping Act. 
=] 


tS] 


ime = fF ' THE “NUMIDIAN.” 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he is aware that William 
Morrison, fireman on the steamship 


C 
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‘Numidian,’ was arrested on 23rd 
May, in Montreal, for being absent with- 
out leave, and that the master left him 
in prison and sailed for Liverpool without 
paying him off. in accordance with 
Sections 187 and 188 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894; and can he state 
what steps, if any, he has taken to see that 
this man is paid and compensated for his 
loss of time ; and will he get a report of 
the case from the superintendent of the 
Mercantile Marine Office and magis- 
trate’s clerk at Montreal. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The Board 
of Trade have not vet received particulars 
of the case to which the hon. Member 
refers, but inquiries shall be made. 


CONSTITUTION OF NORTHERN _LIGHT- 
HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
ot the Board of Trade whether he is aware 
that the Northern Lighthouse Board 
is composed of the law officers of the 
Crown, sheriffs, provosts, and senior 
bailies of certain municipal corporations 4 
and, taking into consideration the ordi- 
nary avocations of these gentlemen, will 
he consider the expediency of introducing 
legislation with a view to the reconstruc- 
tion of the Board, so that shipowners, 
merchants, and mariners may have 
direct representation thereon. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The repiy 
to the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
As at present advised, His Majesty’s 
Government do not contemplate legis- 
lation dealing with the constitution of the 
commissioners of northern lighthouses. 


STAFFORDSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL. 

Mr. COGHILL: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that, geographically 
and for all general purposes, the county of 
Staffordshire is divided into two parts, 
North and South Staffordshire: and 
that each part has its own separate trades, 
interests, and associations ; and whether, 
in view of its population, he will follow 
the precedents adopted in similar cases 
with regard to other counties similarly 
circumstanced, and take steps to establish 
a separate county council for the northern 
part of the county. 
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_ THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
LonG, Bristol, S8.): I have no power to 
establish a separate county council for 
part of the county of Staffordshire, 
except upon a_ representation under 
Section 54 of the Local Government Act, 
1888, and I have not received any such 
representation. 


YORK CITY REFUSE. 

Mr. GOULDING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that a portion of the 
local refuse of the city of York is carted 
and deposited outside of city, and that 
at the present time quantities of filth have 
thus accumulated in a field close to the 
Hull Road, which thoroughfare is daily 

i frequented by hundreds of cyclists and 
other passengers ; and whether such a 
system of scavenging is conducted with 
the sanction of the Local Government 
Board. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I understand 
that a portion of the refuse of the city 
ot York is deposited on a field outside the 
city, whence it is carted away by farmers 
and spread on their land. I am informed 
that the nearest deposit is 67 yards from 
the public road, and 100 yards from the 


nearest house, the next house being 
320 yards distant. No sanction has been 
given by the Local Government Board 


in this matter, nor is any such sanction 
required. 


TUBERCULOSIS—DR. KOCH’S VIEWS, 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware of the state- 
ment made at the Tuberculosis Congress 
by Dr. Koch, and whether in consequence 
thereof he will cause the recommenda- 
tion issued long since by the Local 
Government Board to the inspectors and 
medical officers of health to refrain from 
confiscating or destroying the bodies of 
animals alleged to be affected with 
localised tuberculosis to be carried out in 
future. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware of 
the statement made by Dr. Koch as to 
the non-identity of human and _ bovine 
tuberculosis, but I do not think that this 
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view can at the present time be regarded 


as having received the general assent of 
scientific men. The matter is one which 
will require very careful consideration, 
and I could not promise to take any action 
which is based on the view referred to. 


Me. FIELD: Arising out of that reply, 


may I ask if the right hon. Gentleman. 


will cause the inspectors and medical 


officers to comply with the recommenda- ; 


tions sent out by the Local Government 
Board some time since with regard to the 
matter of uniform inspection ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have no 
power to compel them to do so, but we 
do our best to advise the local authorities. 


POSTAL ORDERS. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he will consider the 
possibility of issuing to the public books 
of postal orders with counterfoils either 
of fixed amounts or available for payment 
of any sum up to a fixed maximum, the 
balance being repayable to the purchaser 
of the book. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): For some time 
the Postmaster General has had under his 
consideration the subject of issuing 
postal orders with counterfoils, and the 
question of supplying such orders for 
fixed amounts in books has not been 
overlooked. There are, however, many 
practical difficulties in the way, and he 
has not yet arrived at a decision. It is 
not practicable to issue postal orders 
otherwise than for fixed amounts. 


ARGENTINE POSTAL RATES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that the 
Argentine postal authorities have raised 
the postage rates on letters for England 
to an equivalent of 3d. for each letter 
weighing 15 grammes, while the postage 
trom this country is 2}d. ; and whether 
this charge has been made without con- 
sulting the British Government or Postal | 
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Union ; and, having regard to the dis- 
satisfaction existing among the British 
community of the Argentine at this and 
other postal charges, particularly in 
regard to the parcel post, whether he will 
make fresh representations to the Argen- 
tine Government with a view to the 
abolition of these rates. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is aware that the 
Argentine Administration have raised 
the rate of postage for letters as stated, 
but under the Postal Union regulations 
it is within its right in doing so. The 
point was not one on which the British 
Post Office or any other administration 
of the Postal Union was entitled to be 
consulted, and the Postmaster General 
is not aware that any consultation took 
place. He could not usefully address any 
representations to the Argentine Govern- 
ment on this matter ; but representations 
have been made on the subject of the 
fiscal charge of 1 peso levied on parcels 
entering the Republic by Parcel Post. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Will a 
communication be addressed to the 
Argentine Republic on this matter ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have said that the Postmaster General 
is of opinion that that cannot usefully be 
done. 


POSTMEN’S FORFEITED STRIPES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if the rule under which postmen 
may regain forfeited good conduct stripes 
by two years unblemished service is still 
in operation ; and, if not, when was it 
cancelled, and what are the conditions 
now obtaining under which lost stripes 
can be recovered. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
rule under which postmen may regain 
forfeited good conduct stripes after two 
years unblemished service is still in 
operation. It should, however, be ex- 
plained that the period of two years is a 
minimum, and that the precise time 
which must elapse before a stripe can be 
restored depends upon the circumstances 
of the particular case. 


C2 
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PROBATE COURT OFFICIALS. 
_ GeneraL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether any 
decision has now been arrived at as to the 
application to the Probate Court officials 
ot retirement at the age of sixty-five, 
under the rule which is generally en- 
forced throughout the civil service. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Probate Division is a part of the Supreme 
Court, and the Lord Chancellor considers 
it impossible, without legislation, to apply 
to clerks appointed under the Judicature 
Acts the rule which makes the retire- 
ment of civil servants at the age of sixty- 
five compulsory. 


ISLAND OF LEWIS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate whether any further efforts 
have been made by the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board to acquire land in the Island 
of Lewis for the erection of fishermen’s 
dwellings and the creation of small 
holdings for the landless cottars ; and if 
so, will he state what lands have been 
applied for. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray. Buteshire): No, Sir: 
at present I can add nothing to the 
information which has already been 
given to the hon. Member. 


SCOTTISH FISH CURING INDUSTRY. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd 
vil): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether he can state how many stations 
for curing fish there are in Scotland, the 
number of girls employed therein, the 
cubic space allowed per person in the 
huts in which the women are housed, 
and what steps are taken to see that the 
provisions of the Public Health Act are 
enforced in connection with the industry. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that 
there are 1,054 fish-curing stations in 
Scotland, and the number of girls em- 
ployed has amounted to 19,016, but that 
it fluctuates greatly according to the 
season and success of the fishing. On 
the East Coast very few of these girls 
live in huts, most of them living in their 
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usual homes or in lodgings in ordinary 
dwelling houses. If lodgings are not 
available, barrel stores are fitted up as 


lodgings. The cubic space allowed per 
person varies, but these temporary 


lodgings are under the jurisdiction of 
the local authorities. I am informed 
by the Local Government Board that 
the sanitary condition of fishing stations, 
towns, and villages receives the special 
consideration of local authorities, who, 
if necessary, enforce the bye-laws which 
they make. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: If any report 
is made will the right hon. Gentleman 
take action on this matter of the sanitary 


/ accommodation ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It 


does not come within my Department. 


Mr. WEIR: What is the duty of the 


Secretary for Scotland then ’ 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
matter is within the province of the 
Local Government Board. 


HIGHLAND SCHOOL GRANTS. 
Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs): I 


beg to ask the Lord Advocate, having 
regard to the effect in the Highland 
counties of school boards not having 
the power to remove from the attendance 
register the names of those scholars 
who have been granted exemption irom 
the obligation to attend school, if he ‘s 
aware that, by the retention of the 
names of all exempted children until 
they are fourteen years of age, the 
names uponthe register may become so 
numerous that the average attendance. 
compared with the register, may fall 
so low as to deprive the school of the 
Highland Grant ; and whether he will 
suggest to the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment the issue of a minute modifying 
the code on the point in question as far 
as the Highland counties are concerned. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: When 
the Education Bill now before the Hous 
becomes law it will be matter for con- 
sideration whether any modification 
of the code is expedient in the direction 





beg 


Wo 





72 
ary 
not 
) as 
per 
ary 
' of 
ned 
hat 
ms, 
cial 
‘ho, 
ich 


ort 
nan 
ary 


the 


he 
the 


og 
ing 
and 
Ing 
nce 
lars 
‘OM 
es 
the 
ntil 
the 
nee. 
fall 
the 
will 
art- 
ng 

far 
red. 


hen 
LIS ¢ 
‘On- 
ion 
tion 








73 Questions. 


indicated by the hon. Member. The 
matter will not be overlooked. 
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| usually erected in abbey for State cere- 
monies are unsafe and should not be 


‘erected for the forthcoming coronation, 


SCOTTISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
BOARD REPORT. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord, 
Advocate, having regard to the fact that 
the Report of the Local Government 
Board for Scotland has only been pre- 
sented in dummy, will he say when the 
teport itself will be placed in the Library. 


*THeE SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. C. Scorr Dickson,Glas- 
Bridgeton): Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer this question. I am 
informed by the Stationery Office that 
the Report will probably be ready for 
circulation in about three weeks. 


gow, 


Mr. WEIR: The hon. and learned 
Gentleman has not answered my ques- 
tion. When will the Report be placed 
in the Library ? I have been unable to 
find it there. 


*Mr. C. SCOTT DICKSON : If it be 
possible to do it in less than three weeks. 
it shall be done. 


EDUCATION—1i7s. 6p. LIMIT. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he can state under what autho- 
rity the Board of Education propose to 
abolish in evening schools the 17s. 6d. 
limit set up by the Elementary Education 
Act of 1876. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University): The 
Board of Education do not propose to 
abolish the statutory limit, which can 
only be done by Parliament. The limit 
will still apply to all evening schools con- 
ducted under the Elementary Education 
Acts. 


WESTMINSTER ABBEY—PREPARATIONS 
FOR THE CORONATION. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works if he is aware that the Dean and 
Chapter of Westminster Abbey hold 
strongly the opinion that certain stands | 





and that they are supported in this view 


by competent expert authority ; and if, 


in view of the calamity which would 
result from the collapse of one stand in 
particular, he will give the matter his 
serious attention 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovGias, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): I have heard that some 
members of the Chapter hold this view, 
but that there is some diversity of opinion 
on the subject among them. Though I 
am confident that the stand in question 
could be erected with perfect security 
and without damage to the Abbey, | 
may, however, inform my hon. friend 
that in consequence of other objections, 
altogether distinct from considerations 
of safety, it is not proposed to erect the 
stand over the communion table. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS— 
APPEAL. 

Sr JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field) : I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether he can now state how many 
appeals have been entered in the Court of 
Appeal under the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Acts since they were passed up to the 
present date, how many have been heard 
and determined in favour of the work- 
man, and whether any, and, if so, how 
many, appeals are still pending therefrom 
to the House of Lords. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finziay, Inverness Burghs) : 
220 appeals have been entered in the 
Court of Appeal since the passing of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts. Of 
these 156 have been heard, and fifty-six 
decided in favour of the workman. Two 
appeals are pending in the House of 
Lords. 


EARL RUSSELIL’S TRIAL. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he can state the cost of the fit- 
ting up of the Royal Gallery for the 
holding of the trial of Lord Russell on 
18th July last, and what has become of 
the benches and scarlet cloth coverings, 
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or canopy of the Lord Great Chamberlain, | tunity of inquiring into the position of 
and will he say whether the ceremonial | affairs. 
accompaniments of the trial have become ay 
the property of the Lord Great Chamber-| Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) Is the right 
lain in right of his office ; and whether hon. Gentleman aware that this great 
an opportunity will be given for the disability has been going on for two or 
discussion of these expenses on the Vote three years ? Will he put pressure on the 
for the Office of Public Works. local landlord ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The cost) Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid that 
will be between £250 and £300. The the matter is more complicated than that. 
answer to the hon. Member’s second 
inquiry is in the negative. The fittings, ‘LFAST WORKHOUSE GRAVEYARD 
ete., are still in my possession. They a VCs Oma Ee eae, 
have been claimed by the Lord Great) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Chamberlain ; but I have disallowed Scotland): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
the claim. An opportunity for the dis- tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
cussion of these expenses and other whether the attention of the Local 
matters connected with the Houses of Government Board has been called to the 
Parliament will, | hope, be found on eondition of the graveyard attached to 
Vote 3 of Class 1 of the Estimates. the Belfast Workhouse ; whether he is 

aware that the graveyard has been in 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to use for over thirty years, and that, 
ask Mr. Attorney General whether he! although only a few acres in extent, 
ean state the fees of the law officers of | nearly 10,000 bodies have been interred 
the Crown at the recent trial of Earl jn it ; whether he has any official infor- 
Russell, and by what authority the mation to the effect that the bodies are 
amount of these fees was recognised or buried in quicklime and set out in layers ; 
ascertained. and whether it is proposed to take steps 

to close the graveyard, in view of the 

Si ROBERT FINLAY: No, Sir. [I danger of an epidemic of disease. 
must refer the hon. Member to the, 

Treasury Minute for information. ' Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are, I 
| understand, correctly stated in the first 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The Trea- paragraph. The bodies are not buried 
sury Minute Says the right hon. Gentle- in quicklime, but when the coftins are 
man gets £31,000 a year. covered with earth a small quantity of 

quicklime is thrown over the earth as a 
ee ee | disinfectant. The Local Government 
<a Board has been in correspondence with 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to|the guardians as to the necessity of pro- 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | viding additional burial accommodation, 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is|and a committee of the guardians has 
aware that no progress has been made] been appointed to report upon suitable 
towards the erection of a goods store at | sites for the purpose. 

Sneem Pier, county Kerry, although the 
opposition to the Congested Districts} Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Is the right 
Board, by whom the pier was built, has} hon. Gentleman aware that the work- 
been withdrawn, and whether he can | house inmates are supplied with vege- 
state the reason of the delay; and|tables grown on this plague spot? In 
whether, in view of the inconvenience | view of the existence of wells in the 
caused to the traders of the district, he neighbourhood, have steps been taken 
will cause further inquiries to be made. to have this ground drained as required 
by law ? 








THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I have Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
referred this matter to an inspector of | that the local authorities do not take 
the Board, who will take a suitable oppor- | so unfavourable a view of the condition 
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of the cemetery as is suggested by the 
question, but I will inquire. 


{25 JuLty 1901} 


Me. T. P. OCONNOR: Can the right | 


hon. Gentleman give any other instance, 
except that of hanged murderers, 
where quicklime is used in graveyards, 


as is done in the ease of these unfortunate 


paupers ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that 
quicklime is largely used as a disinfectant. 
IRISH PRISONERS —EXERCISE = OF 

PREROGATIVE OF MERCY. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the action of the Lord Lieutenant re- 
cently in remitting half of the sentence 
passed upon an emergency man in the 
county of Tipperary, because of repre- 
sentations made to him by people of the 
district, he will take into consideration 
the prayer of the petitioners, forwarded 
some time ago by all the public bodies in 
the county of Galway to His Excellency 
the Lord Lieutenant, in respect to Patrick 
Finnegan and Constable Muldowney, who 
have now spent close on nineteen years 
in prison. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The decision of the 
Lords Justices in the case mentioned in 
the first part of the question was not 
arrived at exclusively or even mainly on 
facts adduced in the representation. The 
fact that the prisoner was a first offender 
seems to have been taken into account. 
With respect to the second inquiry, I 
must refer the hon. Member to my reply 
to his previous question of the 18th 
March on the same subject.t The memo- 
rials of the public bodies referred to were 
considered by the Lord Lieutenant, whose 
decision was duly communicated to them. 
Any fresh representations will, no doubt, 
receive his consideration, if such can be 
urged. 


Mr. DUFFY: As this is a matter 
which involves shame and discredit on 
this country, I wish to ask if it is not 
the fact that these two men were offered 
their liberty nineteen years ago if they 
pleaded guilty to a crime of which they 
were innocent 2? 





+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xci., page 
242. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 


Mr. DUFFY: But as no opportunity 
presents itself to ventilate this matter 
except by questions—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to do that. 


Mr. FLAVIN: On what ground is 
clemency refused to these two men, 
seeing that men who committed other 
murders have been released ? 


Mr. DUFFY: I respectfully submit, 
Sir, that I have a right to ask this ques- 
tion. I wish to ask whether it is not the 
fact that the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
quite recently, on the representation of a 
certain gentleman in ‘Tipperary, exer- 
cised the prerogative of mercy in favour 
of an emergency man ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The question on the 
Paper has been answered, and the hon. 
Member cannot repeat it. 


Mr. DUFFY: 


put the question. 


I am determined to 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not argue the ques- 
tion as he is endeavouring to do. If he 
wants more information he must put a 
fresh question down in the ordinary 
course. 


Mr. DUFFY: Certainly, Sir, and I 
will insist on being heard in reference to 
it. Just fancy, nineteen years in gaol! 

KILLARNEY DISTRICT— PIER AND 

KOAD WORKS. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


whether he is aware that the Congested 
Districts Board has received from the 
ratepayers of Grawn, parish of Killorglin, 
Killarney rural district, a petition asking 
that a pier be built at Poulalachen ; 
and that another petition has been 
presented from the Killarney District 
Council asking for support towards the 
repair of a road leading from Killorglin 
to Douglas over Grawn Mountain ; 
will he state what action the Board has 
taken with regard to these two petitions ; 
and, considering the necessity which 
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works, the congestion and poverty of 
the district, and the number of fishermen 
requiring the pier and road, will he take 


steps to have these works attended to) 


immediately. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
making a grant towards the construction 
of a pier at the place mentioned is under 
the consideration of the Board. The 
Board is prepared, on certain conditions, 
to contribute to the cost of repairing 
the road referred to, and has communi- 
cated its decision to the memorialists. 


JOHN STREET NATIONAL 


DUBLIN, 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
explain why the principal teacher in 
John Street National School, Dublin, 
is paid at the rate of £56 per annum, 
while as assistant he was paid at the 
rate of £62 per annum; whether he is 
aware that this teacher is trained and 
highly classed as a teacher ; and can he 
state what is the reason for this treat- 
ment. 


SCHOOL, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question does 
not accurately state the facts. In addi- 
tion to £56 paid to him in quarterly 
instalments, the teacher referred to will 
receive at the end of the financial year 
a lump sum dependent on the attendance 
at the school which will raise his salary 
to considerably more than £62. This 
teacher has been trained, and is classed 
in second class. His provisional income 
was fixed in accordance with the rules, 
and his claim will be further considered 
as is provided in the rules. 


IRISH COUNTY COURT VALUERS. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state by whom court valuers to the 
county court judges of Ireland are 
appointed, and whether they have to 
pass any prescribed competitive examina- 
tion; and, if not, under what rule are 
they appointed ; will he say what is the 
salary paid to court valuers; are they 
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liable to removal at any time; and is 
there any limit as to age. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: County court 
valuers are appointed by the Land 
Commission, with the approval of 


‘the Lord Lieutenant, pursuant to 
Section 32 of the Land Law Act, 1887, 
They are paid £3 3s. for each day on 
which they are actually employed, with 
expenses of locomotion. Their know- 
ledge and qualifications are tested by the 
Commissioners, but not by means of a 
competitive examination. The appoint- 
ments are subject to revocation at any 
time. There is no prescribed limit of age. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: How are 
they tested? Is there no examination 
at all ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no com- 


petitive examination. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is there 
any examination at all as to their fitness } 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
they are selected by the Commissioners, 
who, I take it, recommend the most 
suitable men. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I must press the right hon. Gentleman 
for an answer to this important question. 
He has said that the qualifications of these 
men are tested by the Commissioners. 
I want to know whether they are tested 
by examination or how. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Gentle- 
man will put a question down I will 
inquire of the Commissioners what test 
they apply. Perhaps I may say that the 
hon. Member for South Mayo has asked 
for a Return of the names, qualifications, 
and remuneration of the valuers, and | 
am quite prepared to give it, if he will 
put down the Return in the form I have 
suggested. 


FERMANAGH COMMISSION OF THE 
PEACE. 

Mr. JORDAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how many 
gentlemen have been appointed to the 
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Commission of the Peace in the county | 


Fermanagh since Ist October, 1895, 
and how many of these are Roman 


Catholics ; how many Roman Catholic | 


justices of the peace have adjudicated at 

tosslea petty sessions during the year 
ending 30th June, 1901, and how many 
are Roman Catholics of the population 
of Rosslea Petty Sessions District and 
how many are Protestants ; and will he 
recommend the appointment of a Roman 
Catholic justice provided he possesses 
the necessary qualification. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Twenty justices 
have been appointed in this county since 
Ist October, 1895. It is believed all are 
Protestants. The reply to the third 
query is, two. The Census Returns do 
not give the religious populations of 
petty sessions districts. The Lord Chan- 
eellor and the Lieutenant of the county 
will consider the names of any properly 
qualified Roman Catholics that may be 
brought before them. 


UNITED IRISH LEAGUE MEETINGS AT 
FIHORA. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state on what grounds a force of 
seventy-five policemen, armed with rifles, 
was drafted into the townland of Fihora, 
county Longford, on Sunday, 14th July, 
when a meeting of the United Irish 
League of the district was being held ; 
what was the expense incurred on the 
iecasion ; and whether, in view of the 
tact that no breach of the peace of any 
kind took place, he will see that no charge 
is put upon the local rates in connection 
with the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Forty, not seventy- 
five, police were present on the occasion. 
There was reason to believe that a 
meeting would be attempted on a holding 
now the subject of a dispute, or in close 
proximity to it. The promoters were 
warned that this would not be allowed, 
and the meeting was held elsewhere. 
There will be no charge on local rates 
in connection with this matter. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that it was never 
intended to hold a meeting there, and 
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therefore there was no necessity for the 
police display ? 


CAVAN LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREAS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether it is with his know- 
ledge or sanction that the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland has refused to 
answer a number of questions addressed 
to them by the County Council of Long- 
ford on the subject of the proposed 
transfer of the five county Cavan divi- 
sions from the Granard to the Cavan 
Union and the amalgamation of the re- 
maining divisions with the respective 
unions of Longford and Oldcastle ; 
whether he is now prepared to inform 
the County Council of Longford what 
share of the union charges will be trans- 
ferred to Cavan Union ; would the official 
salaries be reduced and would county 
Cavan be compelled to pay its share of 
providing compensation for loss of emolu- 
ments ; whether, in the event of amal- 
gamation of Longford and Granard 
Union the present hospital would be re- 
tained in Granard and under what con- 
trol it would be managed ; would all the 
guardians be transferred to Longford. 
and would Granard No. 1 Rural Dis- 
trict be thereby abolished; and, can he 
state. whether under the Local Govern- 
ment Act the agricultural grant, which is 
higher in Longford than Granard at 
present, would then become a uniform 
sum or remain, as at present, a district 
grant under the Act of 1898. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board did not 
refuse to reply to these queries, but was 
not in a position to give decisions upon 
matters regarding which it is without 
sufficient information. Some of the 
queries are purely hypothetical ; the 
answers to them must, accordingly, 
depend upon the evidence to be taken 
at the inquiry and the nature of the pro- 
posals made. | have forwarded to the 
hon. Member a series of observations 
on the seven questions which he has 
raised, but from the nature of the case, 
these cannot, in the absence of evidence, 
point to any definite conclusions. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Some of the 
queries have not been answered. Will 
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the right hon. Gentleman cause inquiries 
to be made as to them ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes; if the hon. 
Member will send me a copy I will attend 
to the matter. 


IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS’ FEES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland will he explain why 
the teachers who have had school farms 
in connection with the Board do not have 
any portion of agricultural grant in 
cluded in their salaries, which were fixed 
in June, notwithstanding that the Lords 
of the Treasury sanctioned such pay- 
ments. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Payment of the 
equivalent of special fees accruing to 
teachers of school farms has been sanc- 
tioned by the Treasury under conditions 
which are still the subject of corre- 
spondence with the Treasury. It is hoped 
that the matter will soon be closed. 


IRISH NATIONAL EDUCATION BOARD- 
ATTENDANCES OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
grant a Return showing the attendance 
of each individual member of the Lrish 
National Education Board during the 
past five years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Return will 
be granted if the hon. Member will move 
for it in the ordinary way. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS— 
PERMANENT SALARIES — RESIDUAL 
GRANT. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: TI beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the circumstances which led to the 
resignation of His Grace the Archbishop 
of Dublin fro n the Board, he will suggest 
to this Board the necessity of appointing 
&% Committee to inquire into the treat- 
ment of teachers during the transition 
year, both in the fixing of permanent 
salaries and in the refusal of the office to 
pay balance of residual grant. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: In respect of the 


payment of the balance of the residual 
grant, I would refer to my repl» to the 
hon. Member’s subsequent question, 
and in respect of claims for special 
treatment under Rule 43, I must refer 
to my reply to the question in 
the name of the hon. Member for South 


| Donegal. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: TI beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the statements by 
the Archbishop of Dublin as to the right 
of the national teachers to the balance 
of residual grant; whether, since this 
money is now more than six months 
overdue, he will direct a supplemental 
estimate to be presented for the amount, 
so that those who earned it may no 
longer be deprived of it ; and will he 
state what action he proposes taking in 
reference to the officials of the Irish 
Education Department who informed 
him that no balance was due. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; my at- 
tention has been directed to the state- 
ments of His Grace Archbishop Walsh 
on the subject. For the financial year 
1900-1 the completion of the payment 
of that portion of the school grant known 
as the residual grant, by the issue of a 
fifth instalment in Mareh, 1901, could 
not be effected owing to the introduction 
of the new system of payments. But it 
was effected in April, when this balance 
of residual grant was remitted as a con- 
stitutent part of the consolidated income 
sent to each teacher. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
grievances of those teachers, whose 


claims were rejected by Mr. Young, the 
assistant financial secretary, will be now 
considered by the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland ; and, if 
so, will it be necessary that each teacher 
makes a fresh claim owing to the rejection 
of the original claims. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The Commissioners 
are taking steps to determine the in- 
comes of those teachers whose cases are 
jheld to require special consideration 
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under Rule 43. 
this work as rapidly as possible. 
claims need not be presented. 


They will proceed with 
Fresh 


IRISH SCHOOL GRANTS. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state in what Parliamentary Vote pro- 
vision was made for the Irish school 
grant for the January to March quarter 
1893, and in what Parliamentary Vote 
was provision made for the same grant 
and same quarter in each year from 1894 
to 1900, inclusive. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Irish Eduea- 
tion Act of 1892, under which the school 
grant became payable, received the Royal 
Assent on the 27th June of that year. In 
February, 1893, a Supplementary Vote 
was taken to provide for the school grant 
for 1892-8, but owing to the fact that 
payment for the quarter ended 31st 
March, 1893, could not be made until 
after that date the Vote was only taken 
for £157,500—representing payment for 
the three previous quarters of that 
financial year. The payment for the 
quarter ended 31st March, 1893, was 
provided out of the school grant for 
1895-4. Asa consequence, the payment 
for the quarter ended 31st March, 1894, 
was met out of the grant for 1894-5, 


and so on for succeeding years. The 
school grant accruing from the Ist 


January, 1901, to the 31st December, 
1901, will be paid out of the money voted 
for the current financial year, so far as 
the allocation under the first three pro- 
visions of the 4th Schedule of the Act of 
1892 are concerned, and,so far as the 
residual grant is concerned, from the 
school grant for 1902-3. 


IRISH BOOKBINDERS’ SOCIETY. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has yet received 
the report from the Commissioners of 
Education in Ireland as to the complaints 
sent by him to them from the Book- 
binders’ Society, and, if so, what steps 
he proposes to take to meet the claims of 
these men. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As_ the hon. 


Member is aware, I have already com- 
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municated with the Commissioners on 
this subject. The matter, | am informed, 
was betore the Board at its meeting on 
the 2nd instant, but the further con- 
sideration of the matter was deferred. 
It will again come betore the Board at its 
meeting on Tuesday next, and the 
decision of the Commissioners will be 
communicated to me without delay. 


TOTTENHAM ESTATE, CO. LEITRIM. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Tottenham Estate, 
in the county of Leitrim, has been in 
the Land Court for many years, and that 
the final notices of were served 
on the tenants nearly three years ago ; 
and whether he can do anything to- 


sale 


‘wards procuring a suspension of the 


evictions now in progress on the estate 
until the sales have been completed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Tottenham 
Estate is doubtless referred to. This 
estate is in the Land Judge's Court, 
and I understand that the rental for 
sale is nearly completed. The evictions 
concluded on Friday last. 


ATTACK ON CATHOLIC CATYLE- 
DROVERS AT BELFAST: 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he isaware 
that on Monday evening last a planned 
attack was made by a party of roughs 
upon a number of Roman Catholic 
cattle-drovers engaged in the work ot 
removing cattle from the railway vans 
of the Great Northern Railway to the 
English cross-channel steamers at Bel- 
fast; and that one of these Roman 
Catholic workmen while so engaged 
was beaten and sustained severe injuries; 
and, seeing that these cattle-drovers 
have been repeatedly threatened and 
assaulted during the past twelve months, 
and thereby intimidated from pursuing 
their avocation, whether he will take 
measures to put a stop to the congre- 
gating of these roughs between 3 o'clock 
and 9 o'clock in the evening outside the 
Great Northern Railway works by 
stationing a sufficient number of police 
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from the railway gate to the Boyne 
Bridge to protect the workmen therein 
engaged. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A eattle-drover 
named Black was assaulted, but not 
seriously, on the 15th instant. He did 
not report the matter to the police, and 
states he believes he was attacked because 
he is more frequently employed than 
others. The police are not aware of 
any other assaults on Roman Catholic 
drovers during the past twelve months, 
though disputes between the men have 
been frequent. There is no evidence 
whatever of a planned attack on Roman 
Catholic drovers. The police will con- 
tinue to afford every possible protection 
to the drovers and to take steps to pre- 
vent breaches of the peace from taking 
place among these men. 


TRISH VALUATION SYSTEM. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can state the principle upon which 
valuation or revaluation of house pro- 
perty in Ireland is made ; and whether 
there is any scale laid down by the 
Valuation Office for the guidance of its 
officials; if so, whether it contains 
anything in regard to the situation of 
the property or the trade carried on 
within the house or premises. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The principle for 

the valuation of house property in 
Ireland is laid down in Section 11 of 
15 and 16 Vict. cap. 63. Itis based on— 
“the rent for which one year with another the 
sume might in its actual state be reasonably 
expected to let from yearto year, the probable 
average cost of repairs, insurance, and other 
expenses (if any) necessary to maintain the 
hereditament in its actual state, and all rates, 
taxes, and public charges, if any (except tithe 
rent charge), being paid by the tenant.” 
The instructions to the valuers are to 
value all buildings on this basis, but to 
make deductions in order to correlate 
one valuation with others in the district. 
Situation affords an element in deter- 
mining the rent value, but trade profits 
are not rateable. 


Mr. FIELD: Are ground rents in- 
cluded in these valuations ? 


[No answer was returned. | 
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DIRECT {LABOUR ON IRISH ROADS, 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state when the Provisional Order legalis. 
ing direct labour on the roads in Ireland 
will be confirmed by Parliament. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This measure js 


now awaiting the Royal Assent. 


DALKEY REVISION COURT. 


Mr. FIELD : I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland whether he 
state the authorities who informed 
the Lord Lieutenant that a revision 
court was not required in Dalkey, and 
whether he can give the reason alleged for 
the refusal of such convenience for the 
electors of that polling district. 


can 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL | For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINson, Londonderry, 
N.): The authorities to whom the Lord 
Lieutenant appealed were the several 
revising barristers engaged in the revision 
and the Lord Chancellor. The reasons 
given for not recommending the estab- 
lishment of a revision court in Dalkey 
were the small number of persons residing 
in Dalkey, the large area of the polling 
district of which Dalkey forms part, the 
constant communication by rail and 
tramway between Dalkey and Kings- 
town, where the revision court is held, 
and the fact that for many of the inhabi- 
tants of the polling district Kingstown 
is a more convenient centre than Dalkey. 


Mr. FIELD: How ean the revising 
barrister know what the people want 
better than the people themselves ? 


SUMMARY POWERS OF 
TRATES. 
Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland can 
he say under what authority a resident 
magistrate is empowered to hold a mid- 
night court in Ireland for the summary 
trial of prisoners ; and will he state how 
often such courts have been held in IJre- 
land during the past five years. 


IRISH MAGIS- 


Mr. ATKINSON : It is the right and 
;duty of any constable who arrests any 
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erson for a breach of the peace and 
disorderly conduct to bring him as soon 


{25 JuLy 1901} 


as he reasonably can before a magistrate. | 


For the convenience of the accused 
in this case the _ police brought 
them before a magistrate  im- 
mediately after their arrest, instead 


of detaining them until the following 
morning, as they might have done, 
considering the late hour of the night 
at which the arrest was made. ‘The 
magistrate did not convict the accused 
of any offence, but, when discharging 
them, the justice, in exercise of his 
powers as a conservator of the peace, and 
asa measure of preventive justice, ordered 
that the accused should give security to 
keep the peace and be of good behaviour. 


Mr. O'DOWD: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman say how often these Star 
Chamber courts have been held ? 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): .as the 


resident magistrate who held tuis court 
one of the Yeomanry who surrendered 
at Lindley ? 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is this resident magis- 
trate known in county Kerry as “ Bul- 
laun ”’ ? 


TRIAL OF MR. WALSH, J.P., AT CORK’ 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland (1) whether he 
can state how many jurors were ordered 
to stand aside in Cork in the trial of 
Mr. Walsh, J.P., and those 


charged | 


with him ; (2) how many of the jurors | 


ordered to stand aside were Roman 
Catholics ; (3) can he say whether a 
Roman Catholic magistrate was among 
those ordered to stand aside; (4) and 
what was the number of jurors who 
answered when called. Since I put the 
question down I have been informed 
that the magistrate ordered to stand 
aside was not a Catholic. 


Mr. ATKINSON: At my right hon. 
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me to reply to the second and third 
queries. 


Questions. 


Mr. POWER: If the right hon. Gentle- 
man finds that a magistrate was ordered 
to stand aside will he take steps to have 
him removed from the Commission of 
the Peace, as this shows you do not think 
him fit to act ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The setting aside 
conveys no such imputation. 


Mr. POWER : It does. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Is the 
trial over, and is it satisfactory to the 
right hon. Gentleman ? 


Mr. FLYNN: Out of thirty-two 
jurymen ordered to stand aside, were 
twenty-nine Catholics ? 


Mr. 


mation. 


ATKINSON : 


I have no infor- 


Mr. FLYNN: We have. 
‘GOVERNMENT GRANTS TO IRISH 
RAILWAYS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
state the total amount of free grants 


given to Irish railways since the railway 


system was introduced into Ireland. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): For the period since 1889, I can 
only refer the hon. Member to my reply: 
to a question of his on July Ist.+ Before: 
1889 there was no system of free 
grants to railway companies in Ireland). 
though, of course, there have been, 
from time to time, remissions of loans 
to Irish railways, which may be con- 
sidered as grants. It would not be easy 
to collect the total of these. 

Mr. FIELD: 


Can the right hon. 


/Gentleman give the information in the 


friend’s request, I will reply to this ques- | 


tion. The number of jurors ordered 
to stand aside was thirty-two, and the 


number challenged by the defendants | 


was six. Sixty-six jurors answered when 


called. 


I have no information to enable | 


course of a few days ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 
it would take much time and trouble to 
obtain them. I have said there were no 


+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xevi.,, 
page 441. 
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free grants before 1889, and I have 
given the hon. Member the figures since 
that date. 
IRISH QUIT RENTS. 
Mr. FIELD: 
eellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
state the total amount of quit rents 
taken by the British Exchequer from 
Ireland: and whether he can have a 
schedule prepared showing how that 
amount has been expended. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: The British 
Exchequer has taken no quit rents 
from Ireland—the quit rents received 
from Ireland by the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests have been paid by 
them, like the receipts from other Crown 
properties, into the Exchequer of the 
United Kingdom. The receipts for the 
vear ending last March from these quit 
rents were £35,298. I have already 
twice informed the hon. Member that 
it is impossible to say in detail how the 
money received for redemption of quit 
rents has been expended. The purchase 
moneys have been merged in the capital 
of the land revenues of the Crown and 
the surplus income paid into the Ex- 
chequer. 


Mr. FIELD: Is it the fact that the 
income from these quit rents has been 
applied to the purchase of ground rents 
in London ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have 
already said more than once that the 
purchase moneys have been used for the 
purchase of ground rents in London, and 
for acquiring property in other parts of 
England and in Scotland. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): Has a 


single penny ever come back to Ireland ? 


the 
been 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, 
intere t on the investments has 
paid into the Imperial Exchequer, from 
which Ireland has received grants. 


IRELAND AND THE ALKALI ACT 
FEES. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether an arrangement can be entered 


{COMMONS} 


I beg to ask Mr. Chan. | 
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| into whereby the fees payable under the 
| Alkali Act shall be retained in Ireland 
| for the purpose of defraying the expenses 

in connection with the administration 
| of the Act. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : The cost of the 
|administration of the Alkali Act is de. 
‘frayed out of the Consolidated Fund, 
and the fees received under the Act 
are appropriated in aid of this cost, 
I am not aware of any sufficient reason 
for altering this arrangement, and I may 
observe that the amount of the fees 
received during the last financial year 
from Ireland is only £143, while the cost 
of administering the Act in that country 
considerably exceeds that amount. ; 


CORK AND FE'?MOY LINE—LORD 
CAWDOR’S LETTER. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury will 
he inquire whether the letter of Lord 
Cawdor to the Treasury, respecting the 
abandonment of the Cork and Fermoy 
Line and the Lee Bridge, was written 
in his capacity as chairman of the Fish- 
guard Company; and, if so, was his 
letter written in consequence of any 
resolution of the Fishguard Company, 
and can he give the terms of the resolu- 
tion and the names of the directors who 
were present at the meeting, and the 
date of the meeting. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The answer to the first two paragraphs 
is in the affirmative. The resolution 
was— 
“that representations shall be made to the 
Treasury for the abandonment of the Cork and 
Fermoy Line and for the Company in lieu 
thereof to come under an undertaking to con- 
struct the Cork Lines, the Treasury to make 
the same allowances towards the cost as if the 
Fermoy Line had been built.” 


The directors present were Lord Cawdor. 
Lord Cork, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Macelver, 
Mr. Jameson, Mr. Robinson. The date 
_of the meeting was 24th January, 1901. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: (Can the 
hon. Gentleman now supply to Irish 
Members the correspondence which was 
alluded to the other day, and which was 
shown to one Irish Member but withheld 
from the rest ? 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


am sorry the hon. Member has put it in 
that way. I offered to show the corre- 
spondence toone Member who had asked 
to see it. Jam having copies of it made, 
and will get it printed as soon as I can. 
I am willing to show it to other hon. 
Members, but I cannot place it in the 
Library. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I did not 
make any attack on the hon. Gentleman. 
[ desire to ask him whether, in view of 
the likelihood that this matter will again 
be debated, and the impossibility of our 
fighting it without seeing the Papers, he 
will have them circulated? It cannot 
take many hours. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 


shall be done without unnecessary delay. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: We cannot 
discuss the matter while the Papers 
are withheld from us. 


CAHIR POST OFFICE. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will state the reasons why, though 
promised for years, a suitable post office 
has not been erected in Cahir, county 
Tipperary, and whether he is now in a 
position to state when the erection of 
the building will be proceeded with. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
delay in proceeding with the erection of 
a new post office at Cahir is largely attri- 
butable to legal difficulties, which have 
encountered in carrying out the 
lease of the site, and which have not yet 
been overcome. It is impossible, there- 
fore, to state when the building will be 
commenced, but it is not likely to be this 
year. In the meantime the office has 
been moved to temporary premises 
which afford better accommodation. 


Mr. CULLINAN: This matter has 
been in hand a great number of years. 
If the authorities cannot surmount the 
difficulty, why not seek another suitable 
site ? 


been 


LONGFORD POST OFFICE. 
Mer. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 


{25 Jury 1901} 
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senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he can explain why, although in Long- 
ford Post Oftice letters can be posted up to 
12 o’clock midnight, no stamps are on 
sale after 10 p.m., although a clerk in 
charge is always in attendance up to the 
former hour; and will he direct an 
inquiry into the necessity and advisa- 
bility of having the office kept open for 
the sale of stamps till 12 o’clock mid- 
night for the convenience of the people 
of the district. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Postage stamps are not on sale at the 
Longford Post Office after 10 p.m., 
because the office is closed for counter 
business at that hour, and the time of 
the staff on duty between then and mid- 
night is fully occupied with mail work. 
Business closes generally in the town 
before 10 p.m., and the Postmaster 
General does not consider it necessary 
to incur the expense of additional staff 
at the counter in order to sell the few 
stamps which would be required after 
the present time of closing. 


POST OFFICE—EXAMINATIONS FOR 
MALE SORTERS — IRISH COMPETI- 


TORS’ GRIEVANCES, 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
with reference to the examinations for 
male sorters held in London, can he state 
when the last examination was held: 
what number of candidates presented 
themselves; and how many of those 
came from Ireland ; whether he is aware 
of the inconvenience and cost to Irish 
competitors at these examinations in 
having to travel in numerous cases over 
500 miles; and whether, seeing that 
similar examinations were held at times 
at Inverness, Stornoway, and other 
places for the convenience of Scotch 
competitors, he will arrange that exami- 
nations will in future be held in Dublin. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have been in communication with the 
Postmaster General on this subject, but 
I shall be glad if the hon. Member will 
postpone his question for a week to 
enable me to consult the Civil Service 
Commissioners, by whom these examina- 
tions are arranged. 








95 Questions, {COM 
THE KING’S DECLARATION AGAINST 
TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government 
introduce the Bill dealing with the 
King’s Declaration in the House of Com- 
mons during the present session, having 
regard to the importance of the subject. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Before the right hon. Gentleman 
answers that question, may I ask if he 
is aware that neither my hon. friend 
nor his constituents are in favour of 
the Bill. 
tunity of wishing the right hon. Gentle- 
man many happy returns of his birth- 
day ? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): In answer to the last observation 
of my hon. friend, I am afraid the Orders 
of the House would not allow me to deal 
with it. Nor am I aware what the 


opinion of the constituents of my hon. | 


friend who put the question is on the 
subject, but the question of introducing 


the Bill in this House does not arise. It | 
has been introduced in the other House, | 


and, if the other House passes it, it will, 
by that very fact, come down to this 
House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that in 
another place this particular Bill received 
condemnation at the hands of every | 
party ? 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: That is not in order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I am 
sorry, Sir. 


CLOSURE POWERS. 

Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether it is the intention of His 
Majesty's Government to Lropose such 
alterations in the Standing Orders of this 
House as may be necessary to confer on 
one of the deputy chairmen of Com- 
mittees the power to grant the closure, 
in order to avert the possibility of the 
stoppage of business and to prevent the 


intend to! 


May I also take the oppor- | 
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| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Undoubtedly 


| our present rules have led and may lead 
| to great inconvenience. They may lead 
to even greater inconvenience than the 
House has recently suffered from, for, as is 
possible—though I trust remotely pro- 
bable—if both Mr. Speaker and _ the 
Chairman of Committees were indisposed, 
the whole legislative machinery would at 
once stop. Under these circumstances, | 
think it will be most desirable to consider 
whether actual and possible evils may be 
remedied by some alteration in the rules. 





GRANT TO LORD ROBERTS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to asi 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
in respect to the contemplated grant to 
| Lord Roberts, the usual course in regard 
to such grants of procedure by Bill will 
be taken. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member, I think, is mistaken about the 
procedure. We certainly should not 
propose to proceed by way of Bill. 


THE UNION JACK ON THE VICTORIA 
TOWER. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury it he is aware that 
| the Union Jack has disappeared from the 
| Victoria Tower. Is it in the possession 
| of anyone, or have the Government forces 
| captured the flag? What steps are the 
| Government going to take in regard to 
| the matter ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury when 
he proposes to take the Third Reading oi 
the Education (No. 2) Bill. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot name 
a day yet, but we shall not take the Edu- 
eation Bill until after the Second Reading 
of the Rating Bill, and we shall take 
that on Monday. 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. ! 

Fourth Report, with Minutes of Evi- 
dence and an Appendix, brought up, 
and read. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 282.] 





waste of time. 
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PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Copy ordered, ‘‘ of Statement of Parti- | Charge for the Salaries and Miscellaneous 
culars of Loans of which the balances) Charges of the War Office, which will 
outstanding are proposed to be written | come in course of payment during the 
off (in whole or in part) from the assets | year ending on the 31st day of March, 
of the Local Loans Fund.”—(Mr. Austen | 1902.” 
Chamberlain.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon | Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 


the Table, and to be printed. [No. 283.]| Molton) said he proposed for a few 
| moments to refer to the question of the 


Report which had recently been pre- 

PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. sented to Parliament by the Committee 
Ninth Report brought up, and read ; | appointed to inquire into the War Office 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | organisation. The Committee, as thie 
| House well knew, was a very strong 

|Committee, and its Report had been 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. received with the almost unanimous 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | approval of the country. He was sure 
“ An Act to enable Courts to suspend the | everyone interested in War Office reform 
Certificates of Trawlers convicted of illegal Was very grateful to the Gentlen-en 
trawling.” Trawlers’ Certificates Sus-| Who undertook that arduous labour, 
pension Bill [Lords]. and he was certain the country was pro- 
|foundly grateful to them for having 
aaa /taken so much trouble and for their 
NEW BILL. very valuable Report. But the War 

Office were always appointing Com- 

te | missions. If they could secure military 

PUBLIC WORKS LOANS. | efficiency by the appointment of Com- 

Bill to grant money for the purpose of | missions, we should have had military 
certain Local Loans out of the Local | perfection long before now. ‘The first 
Loans Fund, and for other purposes| thing he had to complain of was that 
relating to Local Loans, ordered to be | these gentlemen took a large amount of 
brought in by Mr. Austen Chamberlain | trouble, and went into a vast amount of 
and Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. | evidence to acquire information on the 
spot, and yet, for all that, in many cases 
'their recommendations were practically 
Pt ignored by the War Office. There were 
fo grant money for the purpose of | three things in the Report which he pro- 
certain Local Loans out of the Local | posed to discuss. First, there was the 
Loans Fund, and for other purposes | question of ‘ the proper distribution of 





PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


relating to Local Loans,’ presented | 
accordingly, and read the first time ;| 


duties between the civil and military 
branches of the War Office,” which was 





to be read a second time to-morrow, and | vital to an effective central administra- 
to be printed. [Bill 274.] tion of the Army. That was no new 
idea, because it was stated by the 
Decentralisation Committee of 1898. 
Another recommendation was that “ the 
general officer commanding should, 
within his district, exercise administra- 
tive responsibility and control to the 
full extent of his powers.” The Com- 
mittee of 1898 reported on the same lines. 
Probably the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to give him some informa- 
tion why the recommendations of the 
Decentralisation Committee had not 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | been carried into-effect in times of perce, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £305,000, | when the: War Office had alapie oppor- 
VOL. XCVIII. [Fourtu Srruzs.] D 





SUPPLY [18TH Attotrep Day]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. Stuart Wort.ey (Sheffield, Hallam) 
in the Chair.] 


Army EstTIMATEs, 1901-2. 








{COMMONS} Army Estimates. 100 


tunity. The third point was that “the; Mr. LAMBERT said that might be so 
administration of the War Office on the as regarded drilling and training them, 
principles laid down requires a central | but he thought the right hon. Gentle. 
co-ordinating authority under the Sec-| man’s scheme went very much further, 
retary for State.” That was a recom- The right hon. Gentleman was going 
mendation of the Hartington Commission | tozhave three separate army corps, which 
ten years ago, but it had not been carried he could send away at any moment. 
out. He thought the right hon. Gentle- That could not be done with the Militia 
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man owed something to the House of 
Commons, for the credit of his own 
Department, to explain to them why it 
was that recommendations made ten 
vears ago by the Hartington Com- 
mission and three years ago by the 
Decentralisation Committee had not 
been carried out. We had had many 
years of peace, but now, when we were 
in the midst of a great war,the War 
Office took it into its head that it was 
time to reform themselves. He did not 
wonder at it. 
difficulty in fixing the responsibility. 
The right hon. Gentleman would tell 
them he could only answer for the 
period of administration with which he 
had been connected with the War Office 
administration. That was all very well 
for the right hon. Gentleman, but it 
could not be accepted by the country as 
an excuse for the course which had been 
pursued in the past. He thought the 
right hon. Gentleman would have been 
wise if he had allowed some Committee 
to inquire into the contracts and money 
being spent at the Cape. He was told 
on good authority that a considerable 
amount of this money was extrava- 
gantly spent. Since the right hon. 
Gentleman had been in office steps had 
been taken to decentralise the Army. 
That was all very well, but at the present 
moment there was no army in England 
to decentralise—our Regular Army was 
in South Africa. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): There are as many troops in 
barracks in England now as there were 
before the troops went to South Africa. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Are they Regular 


troops ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, but they have 
to be paid, and there is the same amount 
= administrative work.. |! 

Mr. Lambert. 


There would be great | 


and Volunteers who formed these army 
‘corps. Therefore he could not but think 
the right hon. Gentleman would have 
done better if he had lent all his energies 
to completing the war in South Airica, 
The great question was, When was the 
war to come to an end? He was not 
| sure the country was intensely interested 
in all these details of barrack square drill; 
and soon. They wanted to know what 
steps were being taken by the War Oftice 
at the present moment to bring the South 
African War to a conclusion. There 
was nothing which wouldjso much en- 
courage the rebels in Cape Colony as 
isolated successes such as the holding up 
of a train by Schaeper’s commando, 
which was reported by Lord Kitchener 
only two days ago. He sincerely hoped 
the war would come to an end very soon, 
but he could not understand why for the 
‘last twelve months we had had practi- 
| cally no great success and had captured 
none of the larger of the Boer forces, 
We hadgbeen told over and over again 
that the Boers had no remounts and 
that their cattle had all been captured ; 
but why was it, with these disadvantages 
inflicted upon them, that the British 
Army was unable to capture these com- 
mandos ? We knew also from ex-Presi- 
dent Steyn’sletter that their ammunition 
was getting low. Very well, with all the 
wealth of the British Empire at the back 
of the Government—and it had been 
drawn upon very freely—it would be an 
interesting calculation as to what each 
Boer casualty had cost us. We were 
also told that it was no fault of the Yeo- 
manry who had been sent out at the 
beginning of the year; but he hoped 
|that the right hon. Gentleman was 
taking steps to carry on the war more 
vigorously in South Africa than was at 
‘present being done. He was perfectly 
/convinced that it would be cheapest in 
'the end. Again, we w re absolutely 
without any news. Letters were cen- 
‘sored and the wires were under the 
| control of the Government, which care- 
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fully edited the information that was 
allowed to besent home. Inafew weeks 


the grass on the veldt would be growing, | 


and then we should have this inter- 


minable chase of the Boers all over the | 


veldt. Ina few weeks the House would 
rise, and then we should obtain no in- 
formation. He feared very much that 
had not the House of Commons been 
sitting during the past six months we 


should have been studiously deprived 


of all information, and there were in- 
stances in which only by the pertinacity 
of hon. Gentlemen on the Government 
benches had we gained any information 
as to important matters. The position of 
this country at this moment was, to his 
mind, very serious. We had 250,000 
troops in South Africa, and from all 
reports they were weary and fatigued 


with the duties imposed on them. All | 
the glory of the war was gone, and they | 


wanted to be relieved at the earliest 
moment. We had also to maintain 
100,000 white and black women and 
children in the concentration camps, 
and 20,000 prisoners in St. Helena and 
elsewhere, while seventy millions a year 
were being drained from the British 
Treasury. He could not help feeling 
that there was some danger that foreign 
nations were taking advantage of us 
abroad. Taking all these facts into view, 
he sincerely hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to give the 
Committee a more rosy view of the pros- 
pects of the war, and that instead of en- 
gaging his mind on small details of Army 
reorganisation he would devote his atten- 
tion to the prosecution of the war to a 
successful Vissue :t the earliest possible 
moment. — 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Secretary of !State.”-—(Mr. Lamb=ré.; 


*Srrk CHARLES WELBY (Notting- 
hamshire, Newark: said that the subject 
of the Report of the Committee on 
the o~ganisation of the War Office had 
been raised by his hon. friend opposite, 
and he thought that the Committee 
would be willing to hear a few words on 
the subject from one who was a Member 
of that Committee, and who for a con- 
siderable number of years had been in 
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|@ position of exceptional advantage 
to watch the process of army adminis- 
tra tion at the War Office. He should 
like to express to the hon. Gentleman 
opposite his acknowledgment—and he 
did so also on behalf of his colleagues on 
that Committee—of the very generous 
way in which he had referred to their 
‘labours. They all felt that, whatever 
success their labours might obtain, 


they had received a very general 
recognition both inside and _ out- 
side the House. One of the most satis- 
factory features of that Committee 


was that they had been able to come to 
a unanimous decision on the many 
subjects referred to them for considera- 
tion. Remembering the number and 
variety of the subjects dealt with, that 
might be taken asa guarantee that there 
must be some practical outcome from 
their labours, and he hoped that their 
conclusions and recommendations would 
be carried into effect. For himself, he 
confessed that he felt very strongly the 
importance of the subject with which 
they had to deal. No one could doubt 
for a moment that the present condition 
of the War Office, and of the public 
mind in regard to the War Oftice, 
constituted, wherever the fault might 
lie, a very serious danger to the country. 
Some people went so far as to say that 
the War Office should be altogether 
abolished. That view could not be 
held by anyone who gave the subject 
a moment’s serious consideration. After 
all, the War Office was nothing but the 
machinery by which the nation con- 
trolled its Army, which was scattered 
over all parts of the world. With such 
| machinery it was impossible to dispense ; 
|} and therefore the important task of the 
' Committee was to build up the confidence 
of the nation in the War Office in order 
|that there might be some chance of 
| securing successful Army administration 
in the future. He was sorry to say that 
| a certain number of people seemed to re- 
| gard the state of the War Office as a sub- 
ject of amusement or joke. He hardly 
'read a newspaper or went into a club 
| without seeing or hearing some jocular 
|or scornful allusion to the War Office. 


1 








'To all thoughtful men that must be a 


source of uneasiness and trouble. He 
| had been indirectly connected with the 


D2 
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War Office for a long period, and had the | should conduct their respective functions. 


acquaintance of many men who were 
there, and he knew that that attitude 
of the public was a matter of real 


pain and distress to them as it was) 


to himself. It was not a ques 
tion of the military against the 
civilian. It was remarkable that, if 


a young officer of the highest. promise 
and highest reputation went into the War 
Office, he immediately appeared in the 
eyes of all outside as a_hide-bound, 
narrow-minded, red-taped official. Then, 


if a clever young civilian entered the | 


Civil Service in any other department 
than that of the War Office, he was 
spoken of and he thought of himself 
as a member of that magnificent Civil 
Service which was the proud boast of 
this country, and which had no equal 
in the world. But if he was transferred 
to the War Office he at once became 
the object of scorn and contempt, 
except to those who knew him person- 
ally. He had often seen in the columns 
of the press paragraphs full of praise 
of the distinguished statesman or 
eminent soldier who presided at the 
War Office, and in the very next 
column of the same newspaper he had 
seen a decision come to by these 
distinguished men—a decision very prob- 
ably come to after sound and reasonable 
consideration of all the facts of the case 
—held up to scorn and ridicule as 
an illustration of the ineptitude of the 
War Office. 


afresh in the War Office, but to build 
up afresh in the minds of the officials 
in the War Office confidence in the 
fair-mindedness of their masters and 
critics. 

One of the most difficult problems 
the Committee had had to deal with— 
and which would always confront those 
who had to do with that Department— 
was the relation between the military 
and civil staff. There were some who 
would abolish the civil side altogether ; 
but, as they had stated in the Report 
of the Committee, so long as the British 
Constitution remained as it was, it was 
absolutely necessary that there should be 
a civil as well as a military side at the 
War Office. What was important was 
that the spheres of the two sides should 
be carefully defined, and that they 


Sir Charles Welby. 


{ 


They had not only to! 
build up the confidence of the nation | 


with perfect harmony and _ perfect 
co-ordination. He was happy to be able: 
to say, and he was sure the Committee- 
would endorse his statement, that, in. 


spite of a little rift im the lute 
here and there the relations be- 
tween the two. staffs had never 


been more satisfactory or more har- 
monious than at the present moment. 
It was indispensable that there should be 
acivilian side. The civilian side supplied 
that element of continuity which was. 
absolutely essential to good adminis-- 
tration. If the civilian staff were re- 
moved from the War Office, officers of the- 
Army would have to be retained for 
very long periods at the War Office. The: 
right hon. the Leader of the Opposition 
onarecent memorable occasion asked the 
riddle “* When was a war not a war?” 
The question he would ask was, “ When 
was a soldier not a soldier?” and the 
answer he would give was, “ When he 
spent the whole of his days in the: 
office at Pall Mall.” He was one of 
those who thought that it was possible 
to exaggerate the importance of con- 
tinuity of policy in the War Office ; 
even on the civil side it was necessary 
that there should be an _ occasional 
infusion of new blood. All of them 
were apt to think that, when once they 
had mastered a subject and had got 
hold of the ropes, they could not be 
dispensed with. But one of the lessons 
they had to learn in public life was 
that there were none of them who 
could not be dispensed with. 

He would not discuss all the questions 
which the Committee had under con- 
sideration, but he should like to refer 
to one or two. One was the proposal 
for the creation of a board, to regulate 
and co-ordinate the work of the War 
Office as a whole. That was a proposal’ 
which he believed. was a_ business-like: 
one, and which would facilitate the 
proper conduct of business. He con- 
fessed he was not a very great believer 
in boards. From his own experience 
they were apt to dissipate responsibility 
rather than fix it. But the Com-- 
mittee were instructed to make recom- 
mendations to bring the War Office into 
harmony with the system prevailing in 
large business undertakings. They had 
the advantage on the Committee of 
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gentlemen distinguished in various de- 
partments of business, and, for his part, 
he was perfectly ready to follow their 
guidance when they urged that without 
some such board no large business could 
be successfully carried on. He believed the 
Committee had avoided the pitfalls 
which attended the constitution of many 
such boards, and he had great hope that 
the work of the War Office would be | 
facilitated to a‘considerable degree. | 


{ 

In his opinion, the most important sub- 
ject the Committee had under considera- 
tion was that of decentralisation. He | 
was absolutely convinced that the one | 
hope of ever seeing really smooth and 
business-like administration in the War 
Office lay in carrying out a real measure 
‘of decentralisation. Decentralisation 
meant not merely that they were to 
give to the general in command of a 
district, an army corps, or a division, 
authority to carry out the administra- 
tion of the troops under his command, 
subject, of course, to certain broad rules 
and principles laid down for his guidance, | 
but also that they must give him dis- | 
eretion to carry on that administration 
according to his own lights, in his own 
way. There could not be any decentral- 
isation if the generals were perpetually 
pestered on questions of detail, if they 
were kept in leading strings and ‘“ hauled | 
‘over the coals’ every time they exercised | 
discretion and performed any act which 
did not immediately commend itself to 
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the judgment of the War Office or of 
that House. In those conditions they | 
would never get generals to accept respon- | 
sibility or to act on their own initiative ; | 
they would safeguard themselves by | 
constant reference to headquarters, as | 
they had done in the past. Real decen- | 
tralisation required initiative, energy, 
and discretion on the part of the generals, 
‘and great forbearance on the part of the 
War Office and of Parliament. It must 
‘be remembered that the present genera- 
‘tion of generals had not been trained to 
exercise large administrative functions, 
or to take any large measure of respon- 
‘sibility for the government of their com- 
mands, and it was inevitable that, under 
a system of decentralisation, particularly 
at first, mistakes would be made, here and 
there money would be wasted, decisions 
would be given and actions would be 
taken which might not commend them- 
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of individuals. The War Office and 
Parliament would have to be prepared to 
watch things going on of which they 
might disapprove, and they would have 
to make up their minds to judge, not by 
particular cases, but by the results as a 
whole. The only true remedy when 
things were going very wrong was to 
remove a general who had shown himself 
incompetent. That sounded very well in 
theory, but in practice it was extremely 
difficult to carry out. It would require 
very great strength of mind on the part 
of the Commander-in-Chief and the Secre- 
tary of State, and great forbearance and 
almost self-denial on the part of hon. 
Members. 


He owed an apology to the Commit- 
tee for discussing at such length that 
aspect of the case, but he felt most 
earnestly that it was on the conditions 
which he had been trying to explain, and 
on those conditions alone, that any real 
measure of decentralisation would ever 
be possible ; and until decentralisation 
was carried into effect, he was convinced 
they would never have a smooth and 
effectual working of War Office organisa- 
tion. He had begun by stating that they 
should try and build up again the con- 
fidence of the country in the War Office, 
and, he would add, in a War Office 
relieved of that great mass of de- 
tailed work which choked it at every 
turn. He ventured to conclude by 
earnestly appealing to hon. Members and 
to others outside the House not to allow 
prejudice based on ancient tales of wrong 
to stand in the way of giving the War 
Office an unbiassed trial under the new 
conditions. He would also appeal to the 
Committee to bear in mind the extra- 
ordinary difficulties with which those 
who administered the War Office had to 
contend, particularly the head of the 
Department, who had to hold the balance 
between the wants and interests of the 
Army on the one hand, and the interests 
of the taxpayers and the privileges and 
to some extent the prejudices of the civil 
population on the other. He thanked 
the Committee sincerely for having heard 
him. He had always heard that the 
House of Commons was ready to listen 
to anyone who spoke on a subject to 
which he had given real attention, and 
that was fully justified by the reception 











107 Supply— 


which the Committee lad given to his 
remarks 


Mr. BRYCE Aberdeen,” 8.) said he | 


desired to ask two questions. The first 
was, Could the Secretary of State for 
War give any information with regard 
to a question he asked two months ago, 
with reference to the employment of 
Zulus in eattle raiding on the borders 
of Zululand.+ The answer which the 
right hon. Gentleman gave was very 
unsatisfactory, and he was sorry to say 
he must add that it was given in a highly 
discourteous manner—so discourteous as 
to lead him to believe that something had 
gone amiss which it was thought un- 
desirable to state fully. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had not received any further 
information, he would have to be con- 
tent. but he hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would ask for information 
and give it to the Committee. The 
other question referred to a number of 
burghers being obliged to be present at 
an execution in Cape Colony. That was 
an incident which had aroused great 
indignation and great concern in the, 
House. He desired to ask the right hon. | 
Gentleman on this, the last occasion on 
which they would be able to discuss the 
Army Votes, whether he would have a 
full inquiry made into all the circum- 
stances under which that incident took 
place, and whether he would state in 
detail what were the exceptional circum- 
stances to which he referred, in order 
that the Committee might have a proper | 
opportunity of passing judgment on the 
conduct of the officer who gave the order. 
For his own part he could hardly con- 
ceive any circumstances which would 
have justified that order, and he earnertly 
hoped that the Government would be 
able to state that they disapproved of it. 
He was certain that as humane men 
they did, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would convey their disap- 
proval to the officer in question. He 
should be glad if the right hon. Gentle- 
man would give the Committee all the 
information in his power, or obtain it at 
the earliest possible moment. 


*COLONEL BLUNDELL 


Ince) said that with 


(Lancashire, 
reference to the 





+ Refer to Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xevi., 
page 64; Vol. xev., pages 266 and 267; Vol. 
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recommendation of the War Office Com- 
mittee, he entirely approved of the in- 
crease of the power of general officers 
commanding districts and of the recom- 
mendation making their decisions, aided 
by a representative of the civilian depart- 
ment of the War Office, in matters of 
travelling expenses and other small 
expenses final. That would be an im- 
mense advantage to the Army. At 
present all claims had to be referred 
back to the War Office, and then after 
the paymaster had perhaps paid a young 
officer’s expenses they were disallowed. 


. With regard to the duties of the Inspector- 


General of Fortifications, the common- 
sense principle was that adopted by all 
private individuals, namely, to keep all 
new work in their own hands, but to give 
great latitude for repairs to their agents. 
That was a right principle. He would 
strongly advise the Secretary of State 
to proceed tentatively in any change 
in the matter of buildings, and to 


‘consider whether the headquarters of 


the Royal Engineers should not be 
removed to Chatham or elsewhere, in 
which event the Inspector General of 
Fortifications would have much more 
time to inspect the different districts. 
With reference to private soldiers’ 
accounts, anything that could possibly 
be done in the direction indicated by the 
Committee would be a great advantage. 
The questions of washing and_hair- 
cutting should, however, be first con- 
sidered. With reference to recruiting, 
it was necessary to take young men, but 
they should really be eighteen or equal 
to that age, and of fair stature for the 
race. He was bound to say that they did 
not get fair specimens of the race. Before 
the Crimean war the standard for the 
line wae 5 ft. 5 in., now it was 5 ft. 34 in., 
and there were still many specials. It 
would be possible to get many strong 
men of that height in the Latin races, 
but not in the British race. To take 
men early was, however, a necessity, and 
the difficulty might be met by having a 


/ number of furlough reservists able to be 


called to the colours on the summons of 
their commanding officer, to make up the 
regiment to its proper strength without 
waiting for the announcement that the 
country was in danger. As to the pro- 
posal of a Board, to that he had the 


Xelv., page 1022 et sey. ; Vol. xciii., page 1445, | strongest objection. In military matters- 


Sir Charles Welby. 


Army Estimates. 10F 








109 


“am 
the « 
tinu 
who 
wou 
mitt 
of t 
relie 
of t 
they 
an 
min 
dist! 
was 
Adj 
Qui 
at | 
mas 
incl 
dep 
Adj 
that 
ine? 
tha 
M4 
cou 
tan 
ma 
tha 
in 
que 
an 
the 
Wa 
one 
anc 
co-t 
to 
rey 
ma 
see 
car 
all 
m¢ 
de} 
sto 
Ge 
bu 
rol 
sin 
bu 
ch 
th 
to 
bu 
mi 
ot! 
eS] 








10% 


Com- 
he in- 
ticerg 
com- 
uided 
part- 
rs of 
mall 
im- 
At 
Tred 
ifter 
ung 
wed, 
*tor- 
LOoOn- 
> all 
» all 
rive 
nts. 
yuld 
rate 
nge 
to 
of 
be 















109 Supply— 


“« multiplicity of rulers is bad” ; such was 
the opinion in the Homeric age, and con- 
tinued still. He did not think any man 


who was in a position to act as he liked | 


would ever surround himself with a ecom- 
mittee to carry on his work. Many 


of the proposals of the Committee to | 


relieve the cumbrous financial system 
of the War Office are admirable, but 
they do not really affect the Army as 
an instrument for fighting. To his 
mind nothing could be done until the 
distribution of offices in the War Office 
was altered. His view was that the 
Adjutant-General’s department and the 
(Juartermaster-General’s department, or 
at least a large part of the Quarter- 
master-General’s department, should be 
included in the Commander-in-Chief’s 
department. The separation of 
Adjutant-General’s department irom 
that of the Commandey-in-Chief was 
inexplicable, and it seemed impossible 
that any officer who had served in 
a cavalry or an infantry regiment 
could have recommended it. The Adju- 


tant-General was now merely an office | 
man, and he was driven to the conclusion | 


that the separation had taken place 
in order to get more rapid answers to 


questions in the House. Again, there was | 


an absolute gap in the organisation of 
the chief officers of the Army. There 
was no field adjutant-general, and no 
one between the Commander-in-Chief 
and his A.D.C., whose duty it was to 
co-ordinate the education of the Army, 
to watch improvements in weapons, to 
represent the Commander-in-Chief at 
manoeuvres when not able to attend, to 
see that the system approved of was 
carried out, and that no exigencies were 
allowed to override the necessities which 
modern arms required. The heads of 


departments were now glued to their | 
The Adjutant- | 


stools in Pall Mall. 
General was very fond of outdoor work, 
but he had to pass the whole day in 
routine work in Pall Mall. He hoped 
sincerely that no board would be created, 
but that a field adjutant-general or 
chief of the staff should be given to 
the Commander-in-Chief to enable him 
to carry on his work. Boards of 
business enterprises were generally 
managed by one or two men, and the 
others went away perfectly satisfied, 
especially if they had had a good luncheon. 
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| *Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 


dale) said, as one of the members, he 
desired to make a few remarks on the 
'recommendations by the Committee 
appointed to consider the present posi- 
tion and future organisation of the 
War Office. He ventured to state 
that their Report differed from every 
other Report that had been submitted 
on the subject. The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Molton very properly 
referred to previous Reports, and ex- 
pressed surprise that their recommenda- 
tions had not been put into operation. 
He quite agreed that many valuable 
Reports had been made from time to 
‘time, and in them everything had been 
given which tended to show how im- 
perfect the administration of the War 
Office was, and certain recommendations 
| had been made, but no concrete scheme 
had ever been worked out by any of those 
Committees so that it could be at once 
adopted. He was pleased to have 
heard the speech of his hon. colleague on 
the Committee, who himself possessed 
a long association with the working ot 
the War Office, having been connected 
with that establishment for something 
like ten years, and the Committee 
profited very much by his knowledge. 
It was very satisfactory that the Com- 
mittee ended their deliberations in 
perfect harmony. He should like to say 
that the prejudices to which his hon. 
friend had referred as prevailing through- 
‘out the country concerning the War 
Office did not affect the judgment of 
any member of the Committee. He was 
| glad to be able to express his recognition 
‘of the fact that the administration of 
the War Office, though faulty in its 
effects and based on bad principles, was 
at least administered by a certain num- 
ber of brilliant men, who had great 
experience, but who, owing to want of 
| co-ordination and co-operation, had never 
‘been able to make their talents thor- 
joughly effective in conducting the 
|administration of the War Office on 
| business principles, and thereby lead- 
‘ing to a better organisation of the 
Army. He was very much struck 
'by the wonderful assiduity, the great 
self-sacrifice and devotion to work dis- 
played, not only by the heads of depart- 
/ments on the military side, but also by 
| heads of departments on the civil side. 


| 
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It was true that in certain cases there | men who were promoted to those posi- 
was to be found a square man in around tions for various reasons, and who 
hole, but, apart from that, he was from their experience and expert know- 
pleased to find that the country had not ledge were supposed to ‘be responsible 
suffered for lack of talent to serve it, but for all the work done within their own 
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suffered from want of that talent not 
being used in the right way and for the 
right purpose. 

He agreed that decentralisation was 
an essential necessity in the future 
administration of the War Office and 
the organisation of the British Army. To 
that the Committee gave very great atten- 
tion. His hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for the Ince Division had de- 
clared that boards of management were 
of no use; but he might be even able 
to convince his hon. and gallant friend 
that there was no other remedy possible 
for the better administration of the War 
Office than that which the Committee 
defined, prescribed, and provided for , 
in their Report under the title of a War 
Office Board. It did not in all respects 
compare with the board of an ordinary 
business undertaking. At the War Office 
there existed all the elements needed for 
the application of a system of manage- 
ment by a board of capable and experi- 
enced persons who thoroughly under- 
stood the business in which they were | 
engaged. Those elements did not exist 
to anything like the same extent in any 
great business undertaking in the world. 
He agreed with his hon. and gallant 
friend that frequently the work on 


a business board fell on only one | 
or two members; but at the War 
Office they had elements far more 


an administration by 
a board than any business under- 
taking could possess. The War Office 
was itself a huge business undertaking. 
Its ramifications connected with the 
equipment, direction, distribution, and 
provision of the British Army brought 
in every element of business it was pos- 
sible to conceive. The British Army 
differed from every other army in the’ 
world in its mobility, which was of a kind 
unknown in other armies. Looking 
to the needs of the Army inevery part of 
the world, there must be a power of 
discrimination and forethought necessary 
to the conduct of such an immense 
business undertaking. The War Office 


favourable to 


departments. He believed that if the 
_ heads of departments were endowed with 
| more real responsibility and more initia- 
tive, their services to the country would 
become still more important than they 
now were. tn 
What did-the Committee find at the 
War Office? One thing was apparent 
after a very short investigation, that 
although all the elements were present 
for efficient administration they were 
never brought together as one body. 
They were divided into items; there 
was a heterogeneous mass of intelli- 
gences, frequently acting in opposing 
directions, and not knowing that they 
were opposing each other. One depart- 
ment did not know that what it was 
doing to-day might affect what another 
department might have to do to-morrow. 
The better administration of the™.War 
Office therefore lay at the root of’ the 
organisation of the Army, and ittwas 
essential in the interests of the Army 
that the administration of the War Office 
should be based on business prinviples. 
The first necessity of the present time 
was a change which would redound 
to the honour of the country and which 
would effect an enormous amount of 
economy by the provision that the ad- 
ministration of the War Office should 
be based on business principles. He had 
tried to convince the Committee that 
the elements necessary to apply those 
business principles existed at the 
War Office to a very high degree 
—indeed, to a higher degree than 
in anyother undertaking with which 
e was acquainted. The Committee 
regarded, and distinctly stated in their 
Report, that the most comprehensive, 
most important, and most necessary 
part of their work had reference to the 
businesslike administration of the War 
Office, and a large amount of experience 
and knowledge was brought to bear upon 
that question. The Committee, first of 
all, acquainted themselves with all the 
experience they could get. Then they 
consulted generals in command and 
other military and civil authorities, 


was conducted by heads of departments. and not before they had obtained great 
| 


Mr. Mather. 
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experience did they come to the most extent, by giving them far less trouble. 


important part of their work, which was 


embodied in the scheme they had pre- | 


sented. He regretted that the Com- 
mittee had not enjoyed the advantage 


of consultation with the Secretary of | 
‘session until they accumulated in the 


State on some portions of the Report, 
since it was delivered to him in 
order to point out certain conclusions 
and elucidating some points and making 
them more effective. He did not know 
to what extent the Secretary of State 


had dealt with the Report, but they had | 


an opportunity that evening of addressing 
the right hon. Gentleman in a friendly 
way on points raised in the Report, but 
principally on the recommendation that 
the War Office should be administered 
on business principles. 
to say, after the experience he had 
had, that until the War Office was 
administered on the principle of a 
War Office Board such as the Com- 
mittee had defined, it would be abso- 
lutely impossible to make the British 
Army what it should be, not only 
in time of war, but in time of peace. The 
British Army differed constitutionally 
from other armies. It was the army of 
Parliament. To the officials of the 
War Office the House of Commons was 
@ place which from time to time made 
them almost shiver in their shoes. They 
recognised that the authority of the 
House of Commons was an authority of 
very great wisdom, but they also thought 
that the House paid too much attention 
to very small items of expense. The 
‘Committee knew very well how micro- 
scopically every item was examined by 
the Committee on Public Accounts. If 
he were Secretary of State for War—he 
was, of course, assuming an impos- 
sibility—he said distinctlyhe would not 
only resent certain actions on the part 
of the House of Commons, but he would 
defy it on business grounds. He could 
not conceive anything more disturbing 
‘to the regular procedure of the business 
of the War Office, for instance, than 
the innumerable questions showered 
on that department from time to 
time. He thought that a more busi- 
nesslike procedure should be adopted 
in the House of Commons, and that hon. 
Members ought to consider whether they 
themselves were free from blame in not 
helping the Department, to a certain 


He was prepared | 





Some of the questions asked in the 
House were so trivial that a child 
could answer them, or the first man 
one might meet in the street. Yet they 
were put down day after day during the 


Department in hundreds and even thou- 
sands. Asa Liberal, he would be the last 
man to curtail in the slightest degree any 
of the privileges of hon. Members. He 
would defend, exalt, and fight for them, 
but there was a limit to the liberty of 
criticising a great public Department by 
seeking information on questions which 
were so trivial and so utterly absurd as 
to make him ashamed of the system 
through which they were put to a 
Minister. Not only were they absurd 
on the other side of the House, but also 
on his own, and he would venture to 
suggest to hon. Members generally that 
they should cultivate a little more discre- 
tion in putting questions to the repre- 
sentatives of the War Office. If only a 
little discrimination was exercised a mar- 
vellous difference would be made in 
regard to the time of that Department. 
High officials had to deal with questions 
of the smallest importance, which, if 
asked of anybody in the street, would be 
answered with more truth, or. at any 
rate, less evasion than was often now the 
case. 

The War Office, he had said, lent itself 
in the most perfect manner to business 
principles. The Committee had laid 
down a scheme by which all the elements 
in the Department would act in one direc- 
tion; the civil element and the military 
element would be welded together for 
one common purpose ; and each—espe- 
cially the civil element—would know 
that the purpose for which it existed was 
that of helping the military administra- 
tion in the most efficient manner, so 
that the British Army could be as perfect 
a machine as possible for the duty it had 
to discharge. The proposed Board ought 
not to be lightly constituted. The Com- 
mittee were of opinion that an Order in 
Council should be issued establishing the 
Board as a permanent part of the War 
Office, so that no War Minister on either 
side could ever disturb it. The Secretary 
of State, as the representative of Parlia- 
ment in the administration of the Army, 
would be supreme over all ; acting under 
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him would be the Commander-in-Chief | and it was really more than anything else 
as Chairman, and the Permanent Under | essential for the future improvement 
Secretary of State as vice-chairman. | and regeneration of the British Army. 
Questions of the most momentous im- Unless such a scheme was adopted for 
portance, affecting all departments of the the future administration of the Depart- 
oftice, might be settled by the Board, ment, by which all the genius, brilliance, 
after deliberation, on sound business talents, and expert knowledge were 
principles ; matters could be submitted enabled to act together as one organic 
to the most expert officers in the Army machine, instead of working, as at present, 
as sub-committees for investigation ; independently and often in opposing 
and the organisation of the Army as/ directions, the War Office could never 
a Whole could be dealt with. By such be reformed or the British Army made 
a Board every difficulty that could efficient. 

possibly arise in the administration 
of the War Office and the organisation 
of the British Army would be solved, 
and by the only men capable of doing so. 
The Secretary of State, who was not an 
expert, and who yet was really the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the British Army, 
who was omnipotent under the orders 
he received from the House of Commons, 
but who was not able personally to go 
into all the complicated questions con- 
nected with the administration and 
organisation of the civil and military 
sides of the War Office, would receive 
from this supreme board of experts advice 
thoroughly considered and reasoned out 
with regard to any matter that came up, 
on which he would have no hesitation 


in either recommending to Parliament > é : 
the course it should adopt or himself matter how able or energetic, with his 


taking the initiative to carry out reforms. duties in Parliament, and his duties of 
All would admit that the present Secre- supervising the management and organi- 
tary of State brought to his oftice qualities sation of the War Office, to look into the 
of a very high order, was devoted to his whole construction and machinery of 
work, and had the capacity to carry out that Department in such a way as would 
that work thoroughly ; but he would enable him to formulate a thorough 
never properly succeed unless he could scheme of reform. Some outside body 
get clear of the old regime, and bring the must be called in to assist in such work ; 
various elements of the War Office it was an impossibility for one man to 
together. By the assistance of this Board undertake it. Het was not one of those 
the Secretary of State would find his work who believed that the last word on the 
decreased by one half, and the efficiency subject had been said in the Report of the 
of his administration doubled. The Army Committee. They had made their recom- 
would never be made what it should be, mendations, which, if carried out, they 
and what the right hon. Gentleman de- honestly believed would do some good. 
sired it to be, and {the work of the At the same time, there was a great deal 
Department could not be conducted on more to be done, and he believed the 
proper principles unless a system was right hon. Gentleman could do it if he 
created under which there should be occupied his present office for a con- 
brought together those who were best siderable length of time. It was fre- 
able to judge what ought to be done to quently stated that the War Office was 
secure co-ordination and co-operation a great business, which should be assimi- 
throughout the War Office. That, the lated to other businesses. But there 
Committee believed, would be done only | was this great difference. In other 
by a Board such as they had described, | businesses the results of economy and 
| 


Mr. Mather. 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) congratulated the Secretary of 
State on having taken in hand the very 
difficult task of reforming the War 
Office. No one knew better than he the 
nature of that work, and it would pro- 
bably take some time to carry out. Many 
attacks had recently been made in the 
press and elsewhere on the late Secretary 
of State for not having undertaken 
the reform and reconstruction of that 
department during his term of office, 
but the experience of the last few months 
had convinced the members of the War 
Office Committee, and would have con- 
vinced anybody else, that it was perfectly 
impossible for any Secretary of State, no 
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efficiency were shown in the balance | his own responsibility. Another recom- 
sheet, while no such test could be applied | mendation was that an annual money 
to the War Office. The Department | credit should be given to the general to 
might, however, be put on a more busi- | be expended as he thought fit. Members 
ness-like footing. The balance sheet was | would thus see that it was the firm con- 


| 


at present represented roughly by the} viction of the Committee that, by giving 
Treasury control. That control had | greater powers and responsibility to 
in the past been exercised with discretion | generals commanding districts, a more 
and moderation, and no serious charge | efficient and economical administration 
could be brought against it. The Chan-| of the Army would be secured. 

cellor of the Exchequer had on practically | ]¢ was said, however, that if the generals 
all occasions given a free hand to the| had so much business of a financial 
Secretary of State for War. At thesame! character thrown on their hands they 
time, the Committee had indicated certain | would have no time to devote to the 
ways in which that Treasury control | discharge of their military duties. That 
might still further be relaxed. The) difficulty would be got over by establish- 
practice of refusing to allow unspent ing a business man at the elbow of the 
balances to be carried over at the end of | general, something on the German model. 
the year might very well be abolished. | The intendant wasa thoroughly qualified 
It would not, he believed, result in any | business man, and he took all that kind 
undue expenditure. Under the present | of work from the shoulders of the general, 
system money was spent somewhat) who was thus left free to look after his 
recklessly, because the officials were} military duties. At present there was 
afraid that if they did not spend it within | much difficulty, because the general did 
the year it might not be again voted not know exactly where he stood. If 
in the following year. If they had the) he had this financial adviser he would 
assurance that any balance would be know exactly what he had to spend and 
earried over, the money would be spent | how it was being spent ; he would then be 
more economically. The Committee were | able to choose between one kind of work 
convinced, too, that both economy and | and another, and have the money spent 
efficiency would be increased by giving) on the work that was the more urgent. 
greater powers of financial and business | By establishing a local audit the financial 
control to generais over their districts. | control would be thoroughly maintained 
The general impression seemed to be and safeguarded. ety 


that soldiers were reckless spendthrifts, | — 
ail cua nein er -ol| As regarded the organisation of the 
: not be trusted with the control | War Office itself, the hon. Member for the 
of money. That was, g al Tn ORR ae 
a cate siete he thought, *! Ince Division had made a strong attack 
totally mistaken impression. Nobody | on the proposed Army Board, but he 
was so much interested in getting good J, rae. pews F 
5 55 1 itt , s 
value for money as the general to whom | Se 
ee ae the proposal. As a matter of fact, there 
the money was entrusted. If generals of were two boards already in existence 
. . ® ic . c ve AL J lagen 
districts had greater financial power the | the War Office Counsell and the Anny 
ek 2 , /C c F 
work would be better done and affairs!) poard The one sat very rarely, and the 
ee eran race pe a ‘ other only in committee. Evidence of the 
: ( sy ¢ . | . 
pales mmended that in the | very strongest character was given before 
yee ot contracts greater power should | th Committee proving up to the hilt 
oj} r 3 a © , an | 2 @ > = 
thee _ oy generals, and they = | that the War Office Board had been of the 
be that, it that greater power had | ytmost use since the outbreak of war in 
een given before, much of the scandalous | Soyth Africa. In fact, it would have 
delay which had occurred in connection | peen extremely difficult to organise the 
wit Ti rould hi avoi | ; ' 
It re pees wo — — | Army and to make all the necessary 
‘J Id ha om lal generals | preparations without the constant sit-- 
vail ave greater power of purchasing | tings of that Board, by which all questions 
<0 y—many things could be purchased | were discussed and decided. It was 
etter in the district in which the army | because the Committee were so much 
was situated, and the general should | impressed by the work done by the Board 
have power to make such purchases on | during the war that they recommended 
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He did not know whether the Secretary 
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larly, believing that in such a Board} of State intended to adopt the Report, 
would be found, he would not say the! either partially or wholly, but he might 
salvation of the War Office, but, at any} say that the Committee had endeavoured 
rate, a great improvement. As to the| to recommend the minimum of change 
alleged multiplicity of rulers under such| They did not wish to present a revo- 
a scheme, was there not already a multi-| lutionary Report, or to tear up the War 
plicity of rulers? Why should not the} Office by the roots, and substitute some- 
great officers of the department come| thing quite new. They had proceeded 


together once a week and consult, instead | 
of communicating with each other by! 
correspondence ? Universal experience | 
proved that things could be done best by 
oral communication. As to giving more 
power to the Commander-in-Chief, he 
already had as much as he could do, and 
it would be a great mistake to place more | 
power in his hands. The Commander- 
in-Chief had duties to discharge totally 
different from those to be entrusted to 
this Army Board, but the result of the’! 
existence of the Board would be that a| 
large share of work would be taken from | 
the Commander-in-Chief, who would! 
thus be set free for those duties which | 
more especially belonged to him. The| 
Committee believed that the work of the | 
Commander-in-Chief would be much 
assisted by a well-established system of 
inspection. It was almost impossible for 
him to inspect all branches of the Army, 
and, when the new army corps were esta- | 
blished and larger powers given to the 
generals commanding districts, it would 
be necessary that that inspection should | 
be more thorough and complete. The’ 
Committee, therefore, recommended that 
inspectors should be specially appointed, 
with no administrative duty whatsoever, | 
to represent the Commander-in-Chief, 
and inspect the work and organisation 
of the various army corps in the different 
districts. 


The Committee were also of opinion 
that the work of the War Office would | 
be unnecessarily heavy as long as it had 
‘to deal with such a vast mass of minute 
and complicated regulations, some of 
which overlapped, and others could not. 
be understood at all. For the work to be 
materially reduced the regulations re-| 
- quired to be simplified. One way of doing 
‘that would be to give the soldier so much 
per day with no deductions whatsoever. 
That would be more satisfactory to the 
soldier, and it would relieve the War 
Office of a great amount of clerical work. 


Mr. Beckett. 


as cautiously as possible, and what they 
had recommended was, they believed, 
the minimum of reform required in order 
to make the War Office an efficient busi- 
ness organisation. The War Office to 
work well and satisfactorily must be 
assisted by the harmonious co-operation 
of the heads and the subordinate chiefs 
of all departments, and everybody con- 
cerned. No system could work satis- 


'factorily unless those connected with it 


acted harmoniously together, with the 
determination to make the best of that 
which existed, and to do what they could 
with the powers they possessed. The 
War Office was the largest business under- 
taking in the world, excepting, perhaps, 
the Steel Trust in America, and every 
member of the Committee was struck 
with the ability and business-like power 
brought to bear upon the work. There 
were in the department men capable of 
making any system go, if only a good 
system was placed in their hands, and if 
the Secretary of State would reorganise 
the office and put it on a sound business 
basis, as the Committee had recom- 
mended, the ground of many of the 
complaints which had been so frequent 
of late years would entirely disappear. 


Sr ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) 


desired not to attempt any analysis of the 


‘Report of the Committee, but to direct 


the attention of the Secretary of State 
to some of its salient points. He did so 
with the more confidence, because a great 
number of the recommendations could 


be carried out by the right hon. Gentle- 
man on his own volition without the 


‘intervention of Parliament, and it would 


be a great disappointment if many of 
them were not initiated during the recess. 


'One simple recommendation, to which 
| reference had not yet been made, was as 


to a change in the registry department. 


| This was not such a small matter as_it 


might seem at first sight, because the 
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War Office received about 3,500 letters a | tional recommendation of still greater 
day, and a system better calculated to, value was that any amount saved out of 
cause delay and confusion could not be | the £5,000 should, if the general wished, 
conceived than that which obliged every | be devoted to repairs and maintenance. 
letter to be addressed to the Under Secre-| The general would thus have a direct 
tary of State for War. The common- | interest in economy. Another valuable 
sense view was that every letter should| recommendation was that there should. 


be addressed to and answered by the 
department it concerned. It was clear 
that the supervision over the registry | 
department had been allowed to lapse 
in a lamentable way, and he re-. 
joiced that the Committee were unani- 
mous in recommending that a higher 
division clerk should be appointed to 
supervise the department, and, above 
all, that it should be regarded as one 
of the absolute duties of the Assis- 


be a money credit given to the generals, 
instead of their always being obliged to 
obtain exactly the same amount of 
articles. Two small recommendations 
which would be valuable were that the 
general officer of a district should have 
power to write off losses up to £50 in 
value of stores, and up to £5 in cash. 
At present a great multiplication of 
correspondence was often caused by a 
man going abroad who had been paid 





tant Under Secretary of State to super- perhaps a week too much or by a loss in 
vise that clerk and the work of the | stores, but that would be avoided by 
registry. By that change a great deal this greater latitude being given. A 
of the congestion would be got rid of. plan adopted from the Indian commands 
The principal point, however, was the was that £250 a year should be granted 
question of decentralisation. In Para- to each general of a district to meet small’. 
graph 91 the Committee said with truth sums without applying to the War 
that—— Office. Of course the objects to which 

“The main weakness of the existing system !¢ was applied would have to be proper 
of administering the Army lies in the absence | objects of military expenditure—there 
of a clear and effective recognition of the must be no question of fraud, and, above 


responsibility of general officers commanding, | all, it must not be recurring expenditure. 
for administration as well as command, within 


their respective districts.” Then came the question of decentrali- 
sation as regarded the War Office itself, 
The Committee over which the present or the placing of the clerks who were 
Secretary of State presided in 1898 now in the Accountant General’s office 
recommended in a tentative way,andnot at the right hand of generals of the dis- 
to so large an extent, a change in the trict, and allowing them to be a sort of 
power entrusted to the generals. The | financial advisers instead of audit clerks. 
principal change would be the granting Paragraph 67 of the Report stated— 
pes i pee pare tg eee goes Hie The Committee therefore recommend that 
and that affected the way = which the the work of examination and audit should be 
Works Vote was now classified. Under transferred from the War Office to the head- 
the present system, in Vote 10, Class 1 quarters of the military districts, not only in 
included all works over £1,000, Class 2 Tespect of payments made by paymasters, but 
di weeks ustee £1,000. end Clan 3 | in respect ft) all store, supply, and clothing . 
: Ti oa ’ ~ | aecounts now rendered direct to the War 
repairs and maintenance. The Com- Office.” 
mittee recommended that all works of 
over £5,000 should be dealt with by loans, | It appeared to him that the audit in the 
That was a question the House of Com-| War Office was very excessive, and he 
mons would have to settle, and he very | was glad to find that tle Committee 
much doubted whether they would agree recommended that the number of pay- 
to it. With regard to other works, it | masters’ lists to be there examined should . 
was recommended that the general officers | be reduced from 124 per cent. to 5 per 
of districts should be entrusted with a cent. The presence of a financial officer 
lump sum not exceeding £5,000, and in the district would be of enormous 
that they should have the entire super-| value to the general. Generals of dis- 
vision, administration, and control of |tricts were almost, he would not say, 
the work. That would enlarge their children in the matter of finance, but 
powers very considerably. An addi-|they had been so kept in leading strings 
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that they had no great knowledge of | correspondence. He would not detain 
finance or of the conditions governing it. | the Committee any longer, except to ex- 
Another great advantage would be the} press the opinion that a very valuable 
training of the clerk himself, who had | Report had been presented, and the hope 
no knowledge of military responsibility. | that during the vacation the Secretary 
In the present war there had been a! of State would find means to carry into 





great want of financial knowledge in the 
representatives 


| effect many of the recommendations. 
of the Accountant | 


General who had been sent out. The| (Coroxp, KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 


Committee stated— 


“The establishment of local auditors will 
evidently harmonise with any such military 
policy as that recently announced, in so far as 
this aims at the erection of large commands of 
an autonomous and self-contained character, 
and may, in the event of foreign expeditions, 
work in most advantageously with the general 
military organisation. It was, indeed, brought 
to the Committee’s knowledge that, during 
the present war, the want of representatives 
of the Accountant General’s Department in 
South Africa has been felt.” 


The clerks who went down into the dis- 
tricts to advise the generals should be 


interchangeable with those of the Accoun- | 


tant General’s department, so that both 
would have the experience of local audit. 


shire, Newport) thought that soldiers 
were entitled to take to themselves credit 
for some of the recommendations of the 
Committee. In these, as in many other 
matters, it would be found that that 
which soldiers had been saying with 
regard to military matters turned out on 
the whole to be that which ought to be 
done. For a long time they had urged 
that efficiency and economy would be 
promoted by the employment of ofticers 





and men in the War Office instead of 
people from outside altogether, and that 
ihe understood was one of the recom- 
| mendations of the Committee. In his 


They might at the same time very wel | opening speech of the session the Secre- 
inspect the stores. An audit was all very / tary of State laid great stress on his inten- 
well, but personally to find the things | tion of doing all that he could to promote 


there was better. One thing to be re- 
membered was that the accounts them- 
selves would be greatly simplified by the 
cutting off of the stoppages which caused 


|the professional ability and keenness of 
| officers and men of all ranks in the Army. 
| With that, of course, he cordially agreed. 
| It was a most laudable intention, and it 





so much irritation in the ranks. If| was absolutely necessary if an efficient 
those stoppages were cut off, and the! Army was to be secured. But if a high 
mess allowance made an addition to the | level of professional zeal was to be main- 
pay, not only would the paymasters’ ac- | tained throughout the Army the right 
counts be much simplified, but a source | hon. Gentleman must take care that in 
of great irritation amougst the men | those more favoured branches of the 
removed. profession over which he had practical 

With regard to the Army Board, he | control the same intention was carried 
did not at all agree with the hon. and/ out. He regretted that during the 
gallant Member for the Ince Division. | present war there seemed to have been 
He had had some personal experience | indications of a willingness to allow 
in the matter, as he was Financial Secre- | positions on the personal staff of the 
tary when the very successful expedition | Commander-in-Chief and other ofticers 
to Tel-el-Kebir was organised. There |to be occupied by gentlemen who were 
was no quicker way of ascertaining all | not really genuine soldiers. That system 
that was required than by an interchange | had been a growing one in recent cam- 
of views on such a Board. He attached | paigns, and there was the utmost danger 
great importance to the suggestion that | in its continuance. Such appointments, 
while the proposals were made by the! by which young officers were brought 
chief officers of the War Office they | into immediate contact with generals in 
should be submitted to the Accountant | high position, with intimate knowledge 
General, who would be present and in-| of all the inner science of warfare, were 
form the Secretary of State the amount | of the utmost value, and certainly should 
of expenditure involved in the proposals. | not be given to gentlemen who did not 
That would save an immense amount of | really belong to the profession, but 


Sir Arthur Hayter. | 
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should be reserved as the highest possible | 


prizes for young officers who were making | | 


the Army their profession. He trusted | 
that in any future campaign in which 
this country might be engaged the. 
appointments on the staffs of those in | 
high command would not be filled by 
gentlemen, however personally charming, 
whose trade was not that of the Army. 
If this high standard of professionalism 
was to be 
Gentleman should take very good care 
that at the commencement of their 
careers they had fair play and a proper | 
system of ‘choosing young officers for 

appointments. They had heard too 
much of other influences than _profes- 
sionalism being brought to bear on those 
appointments, and he hoped and trusted 
for the future that it would be impossible 
to be able to say that any selection had | 
been made in the Army at the dictation 

of any other authority, whether that 

authority be masculine or feminine, or 
whether it be a titled authority or some 
authority in a lower position. Those 
matters were of great importance if this 

higher system was to be insisted upon 

throughout the Army, and he did not 

know that anything could be more im- 

portant than to remove altogether the 
possibility of the recognition of such a 
system in the Army. He congratulated 
the right hon. Gentleman upon having 
again given them an instance of acting 
upon the wisdom of a soldier. He recol- 

lected a speech in which the Secretary of | 
State for War declined to listen to him in | 

regard to the question of the Guards | 
being sent to Gibraltar. He was very 

glad t to notice that the other day the right | 
hon. Gentleman used precisely the same | 
arguments as were put forward by him- | 
self in favour of withdrawing the Guards | 
from a place to which they ought never | 
to have been sent. | 


Another matter which he desired to | 
mention was the delay which sometimes | 
occurred in handing over the pay of 
soldiers who had earned it on foreign | 
service. There had been a lamentable 
delay in some of the cases which had been 
brought to his knowledge. He hoped 
that in the future his right hon. friend | 
would be able to arrange that such delays 
should cease, and that there should be no 
cases of men who had earned their money 
abroad not being able to get it without 
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carried out, the right hon. | 


| regulars. 
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being put to considerable trouble. They 
were all aware that private enterprise 
and liberality had been largely called 
into play to support the wives and 
families of soldiers. Many people were 
| beginning to think that a ‘larger portion 
of that ei should be undertaken by 
the nation. He thought that when 
Militia regiments were embodied for 
service the same rules as regarded sup- 
porting their wives and families should 
apply to them as were applied to the 
They had experienced great 
difficulties in obtaining any support at 
all for the wives and families of those men. 
He would not attempt to touch upon any 
of the big questions, because the time 
was very limited, and he knew that many 
other hon. Members desired to speak 
upon this question. He would, there- 
fore, not detain the Committee any 
longer, and he hoped his right hon. friend 
would not forget the importance of the 
minor matters which he had raised. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol 
E.) said the important part of this Report 
had not yet really been arrived at, because 
unless they got the decision of the Sec- 
retary of State for War as to what he 
proposed to do in regard to it, the Report 
itself could have but very little value 
indeed. He did not complain that the 
Secretary for War had not intervened, 
but he thought everybody who had read 
| the Report would agree with him that 
| it was of no value until they got before 
|them the proposals of the right hon. 
Gentleman in regard to it. There was 

so much left undone with regard to the 


| Report of 1898 that it made them a little 
| doubtful that he would pay that amount 


of attention to this Report that it de- 
'served. There were one or two things 
which would provide serious obstacles 
at the War Office to the realisation of the 
| right hon. Gentleman’s hopes, even if he 
accepted the whole of the recommenda- 
tions made in the Report. There was 
one paragraph in the Report which 
showed them that there was a tendency 


/on behalf of the military authorities at 


the War Office to concentrate all the 
power in one official. Many Secretaries 
of State had struggled against this 
tendency, and, with all the good will in 
the world, the present Secretary of State 
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might find himself confronted with. 
exactly the same state of things. Every 
officer who managed a department, 
while anxious to shake himself from 
the authority of his immediate superior, 
invariably recommended that his was 
the only department where there was 
nothing to interfere with. He was not 


at all hopeful that in a few years it would | 


not be found necessary to make exactly 
the same suggestions with regard to the 
duties at the War Office as the present 
Committee had found it necessary to 
make. He had no intention of joining 
in the stone-throwing at the War Office, 
because he was certain, whatever its 
shortcomings, it had endeavoured to do 
its duty to the best of its ability. Still, it 
was a very serious thing for the State and 
for the individual taxpayer to find that 
this very expensive machinery was in a 
lamentable state of unpreparedness in 
the day of trial. This inefficiency was 
due to the fact, as the Committee pointed 
out in their Report, that the way in which 
the Department was conducted was out 
of harmony with the principles and 
practices upon which the best busineses 
of the country were conducted. That 
state of things reflected seriously, he 
would not say upon the Secretary for 
War, as the right hon. Gentleman was 
new to that Office, but upon his pre- 
decessors, and more particularly upon 
his immediate predecessor during the 
past five years. 

Without going into the details of 
mismanagement, it was enough to 
notice that the division of work was not 
sufficiently defined, that the duties of 
individuals were not kept sufficiently 
distinct, and that the Secretary of State 
for War had not got proper control over 
the business of the War Office and the 
Army. Those were serious indictments 
against any Department, and it must bea 
matter of national concern that any 
Committee composed of men of business 
who knew the requirements of great 
State Departments should be able to say 
such things about the War Office. Those 
who had had any experience of the War 
Office would agree that it was necessary 
to continue a War Office Council in some 
shape or other to assist the Commander- 
in-Chief and the Secretary of State for 
War in their attempts to grapple with 
questions of great importance. 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


{COMMONS} 


| Was one point which up to the present 


There | 
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had not been touched upon by anyone 
in this debate. Allusion had been made 
in the Report of the Committee to friction 
between the civil and military depart- 
ments. It appeared that a great deal of 
that friction depended on the indistinct 
instructions given to the Director of 
Contracts. Many of the cases of friction 
were caused because the military depart- 
ments did not know to what extent the. 
Director of Contracts had a right to. 
interfere with the control of their depart- 
ments. If fuller instructions were given 
to the Director of Contracts, such as 
were given by the Board of Admiralty, 
then possibly this friction might cease, 
and that peace which was necessary for 
the conduct of the War Office might be 
restored. With regard to the financial 
control of the general officer command- 
ing the district, the Committee recom- 
mended that he should have not merely 
the control of the arrangement for the 
contracts, but also the right to supervise 
the execution of the works. 

With regard to the repayment by loan 
of any sums over £5,000, he should like 
to draw the attention of the Secretary of 
State for War to a speech made by the 
President of the Local Government 
Board a few days ago. In that speech 
the right hon. Gentleman pointed out 
the great expense incurred by repaying 
outlays for works of any sort or kind by 
loans spreading over a long period, and 
if they brought that argument closer 
home, it was quite clear that the quicker 
the payment was made the less would be 
the ultimate cost to the taxpayer. If 
they took the loan for sixty years, at the 
end of that period they would find that 
they had repaid in proportion a far 
greater sum than they would have done: 
had they repaid the loan in ten years. 
Similarly, if they repaid an outlay by 
cash payments charged upon the revenue 
of the year, instead of spreading the sum 
over a term of years, they would save. 
the State a very considerable sum. The 
financial result of the repayment of 
sums over £5,000 by loan should be very 
carefully considered. He hoped that 
the recommendation of the Committee 
against the present system of ruling the 
Army by minute regulations and in 
favour of the appointment of a standing 
committee for the purpose of keeping 
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down these regulations would be adopted; 
but what he considered perhaps one of 
the most important recommendations 
was that which suggested that, while the 
hands of general officers commanding 
districts were freed with regard to finan- 
cial matters, a series of minute reports 
should not be required from them. The 
system which prevailed to a certain 
extent in Germany, and to a great extent 
in France, should be adopted—namely, 
the system of sudden surprise inspection. 
In that way a far better knowledge of the 


efficiency of a particular officer’s com- | 


mand would be obtained. In France 
the system of inspection is carefully 
fully insisted upon. An instance came 


to his notice where a general ofticer in- | 


spected a district in France for the 
purpose of testing the efficiency of a 
force and the officer in command of it. 


He ordered a brigade of cavalry to march | 


at seven o'clock in the evening some 
thirty or forty miles to meet him, and 


if some system like of that, of sudden | 


surprise inspections, could obtain in this 
country, they would thus obtain a far 
better knowledge of the efficiency of the 
particular officers in command than by 
giving those officers notice of a formal 
inspection, for which the entire staff 
could brush up. The information thus 
obtained would be far more valuable 
than that which they got under the 
present system. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I rise now because 
during the last two or three hours a 
considerable number of questions have 
been addressed to me, and it may perhaps 
be more convenient to the Committee 
that I should deal with some of the 
points raised, and more especially with 
those raised on the War Office Com- 
mittee’s Report. Before I touch on 
that subject, however, I ought to al- 
lude briefly to two questions put to me 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for South Aberdeen. He alluded first 
to a question he put to me about two 
months ago with regard to the conduct 
of the military authorities in employing 
Zulus on the frontier of Natal. The 
right hon. Gentleman complained of my 
very brief answer, which I am sorry 
he thought it necessary to describe as 
discourteous. I can only say I had no 


intention of being discourteous to him 
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|or to any other Member of the House, 
| but I must say the manner in which 
the right hon. Gentleman sometimes 
speaks, somewhat bitterly, of the 
_answers to questions, and presses those 
questions, which he knows to be in- 
_ capable of solution further at the moment, 
after all the information it is in our 
power to give has been given to him, 
‘does seem to me unreasonable. We 
| have been told that there was no question 
of using Zulus in warfare against the 
Boers. All that occurred was that 
séme unarmed Zulus had been employed 
| driving in cattle, and we told him that, 
|so far as our information went, the 
;account of the disturbance was exag- 
gerated. That was absolutely the case. 
| As a matter of fact, I heard as long ago 
as the end of May from Lord Kitchener 
that the status quo had been restored, 
and the Governor of Natal intimated 
to us two or three days after that he 
was holding an inquiry as to what had 
occurred, and he said that the natives 
were quite under the control of the civil 
‘authorities, and there was no difficulty 
with the exception of the Boer raiders. 
Therefore I think that this particular 
subject, on which the right hon. Gentle- 
man dwelt with some insistence at 
a moment when insistence was likely 
to produce avery false impression 
here, may now be set at rest. I can 
only regret that he should have thought 
‘it necessary to press it so vigorously at a 
moment when I had endeavoured to 
satisfy him with all the information it 
was in my power to give him. 


Army Estimates. 


Passing to another question, the 
right hon. Gentleman asked for a 


complete and full inquiry into the 
reasons which had caused certain 
burghers, or rather certain disloyal 
Dutch colonists, to be summoned to 
the execution of a rebel at Dordrecht. 
As regards this subject, I have not got 
a full report. I could not have got it, 
because no mail has reached me up to 
this time. Therefore I am not in a 
position to tell the Committee precisely 
what occurred, and I have had an ex- 
"perience which prevents me from giving 
my own impression of what took place ; 
| but, asthe matter stands, I think it must 
be obvious to all of us that in a district 
where there are certain disloyal burghers 
. 


4 
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who have been guilty of murderous 
outrages, such actions as seem to have 
been taken on this occasion would only 
have been taken by a British general in 
the field in the hope that it would act as 
I do not believe | 
Lord Kitchener 
would countenance such action being 


a deterrent to others. 
for a moment that 


taken generally in connection with 
executions. In this country executions 


have been fora long time held in private, 
and all Englishmen agree in that course. 
most Members of the 


Personally, like 


House, I should be in favour of the 
extreme sentence of the law being 


carried out as quietly and as privately 
as possible; but at the same time 


we must allow some latitude to a 


general 
rebellion. Our object is to increase 
the number of repressive 
and I cannot leave the subject without 
bringing the Committee to consider the 
great difference which exists between 
a Dutch colonist and a Cape colonist; 
who after enjoying equal laws and having 
absolutely had a majority of the repre- 
sentation in their own Parliament, takes 
up arms against his Sovereign and one 
who does not even, in many cases, take 
part in military operations but goes out 
and snipes at his neighbour from behind 
a hedge or fires a farmhouse or wrecks a 
train. Does the right hon. Gentleman 
sivy that he should be treated under 
the ordinary rules of warfare? IT confess 
T have very little sympathy with men who 
conduct operations in that manner, and 
if it is found necessary to deal with 
them under martial law they must not 
complain. 


measures, 


Then my hon. and gallant friend 
behind me called my attention to some 
measures with regard to the employment 
of young officers, not professional soldiers. 
in the staff of generals in the field. 
As to the employment on the staff of 
non-professional soldiers, it must be 
remembered that in the war itself there 
were employed a large number of troops 
of a non-professional class. There were 
10,000 Yeomanry, now raised to 20,000, 
10,000 Volunteers, 20,000 Militia, and 
40,000 Colonial troops all in the field 
at once. It is therefore most desirable 
that the Commander-in-Chief “should 


Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 


in the field who has _ for 
his object the prevention of further 
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have on his staff some representatives 
of these forces who had not been pre: 
viously under military discipline. 
concur with my hon. friend that it is 
desirable, whether in peace or war, 
that staff appointments should not be 
given to men of any favoured class, but 
that larger opportunities should be given 
to officers of fighting their way under the 
best tutors, and reaching the very first 
rank. I would say that, so far as my 
experience goes, there are few officers 
who have distinguished themselves as 
hard workers who have not been given 
an opportunity in this war, whether they 
gained their experience on the frontier 
of India or in Egypt. I believe that if 
the list is looked into it will be found 
that those who are responsible have gone 
out of their way in order to use the talent 
ot those who have spent themselves in 
the service of their country. There 
are two other points referred to by my 
hon. and gallant friend which, if he will 
allow me, I shall pass over now, but | 
shall not overlook them. 

I must now discuss—I hope the House 
will not think at undue length—in some 
detail the Report of the War Office Com- 
mittee, on which several speeches have 
been made. Let me say at the outset that 
I have derived considerable amusement 
from the fears and apprehensions ex- 
pressed in so many quarters in Parliament 
and in the press that the Report will be 
pigeon-holed and put away. I am 
forced to deny that to the House,although 
there is no suspicion of that kind in 
the debate to-night. That Committee 
was not appointed by Parliament to 
inquire into the disabilities of the 
Secretary of State. It was a Committee 
which I myself invited to come forward 
and assist me to do work which, as was 
stated by my hon. friend the Member 
for Whitby, it was impossible for me to 
undertake myself, and whatever may be 
the opinion of any critic of the War 
Office as to the determination of the 
Secretary of State to carry out his 
intention, I do trust I shall not be sus- 
pected of any desire to murder my own 
child. The Committee has reported 
in almost every respect as I had hoped 
they would. I believe I shall be able 
to show that a large number of their 
recommendations are on the way to 
being carried out. I make no apology 
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to the Member for the South Molton | 
Division of Devonshire, who spoke | 
earlier in the evening, and who thinks | 
that the organisation of the War) 
Office should be deferred to the end of | 
the war. If all the organisation of | 
the War Office and the Army is to be 
put off to the end of the:war, it will be) 
putting it off, in my opinion, to the worst 
possible moment, when everybody will | 
be sick to death of discussing Army 
matters, and when this new Parliament, 
now so full of vigour, as indicated by | 
the number of questions put every | 
night from below the gangway, may 
possibly have grown so lax that there 
may not be the same interest in carrying | 
out the work. I do feel great restraint | 
in undertaking this question, but at the 
sume time, having liabilities to the 
country, it is necessary to do so. It is neces- 
sary to lay the foundation on which in | 
the future, when the troops come home, 
we can build up a superstructure. I 
would say that there is at the War Office 
an almost unique opportunity, because 
we have now not only a new Commander- 
in-Chief, but also a new Secretary of 
State, a new Under Secretary, and new 
permanent officials. We can begin afresh, 
with behind us the full experience of 
the active operations when reforming 
the organisation. 

Now, Sir. what are the reeommenda- 
tions of the Committee? All the! 
small recommendations I can pass over 
very rapidly. They desire for one 


thing to have an abolition of minute 
regulations, and I have appointed 


a small committee of those who have 
most to do with those regulations to | 
cut them down and report what regula- 
tions can be got rid of. The questions of 
company pay lists and a reduced audit 
have also been dealt with. As to the 
suggestion that military and_ retired 
officers might replace civilian clerks, 
especially in the military department, 
I have always been of that view myself. 
We have already inaugurated a new 
system. We propose to give a prefer- | 
ence to those officers who come forward | 
and who may have been disabled in| 
active service in the war. I have 
already appointed two officers and one 
non-commissioned warrant officer to | 
clerkships in that department. As toa | 


eentral registry, that will be dealt with | 
as suggested by the Committee. 
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By far the most important proposals 
of the Committee are those concerning 
the delegation of responsibility and the 
decentralisation of work. On this an 
admirable speech was made by the hon. 
Baronet behind me, who has had great 
experience. I myself had the advantage 
of being chairman of the committee 
three years ago that reported on that 
question, and I think I may, on behalf 
of my predecessor, make this one observa- 
tion on what has been said as to the 
non-carrying-out of the recommenda- 
tions made in 1898, that it should be 
remembered that not so very long after 
they were made Lord Lansdowne was 
plunged into the middle of a war which 
kept on making increasing demands on 
the department over which he presided, 
so that changes under these circum- 
stances were much more difficult to 
carry out. I for one fully accept, not 
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‘only the principle of decentralisation, 


but I intend to put it into practice in 
the widest form. On the other hand, 
I must take note of what fell from the 
hon. Member for Rossendale, and from 
a very unexpected quarter, since he sits 
among the Opposition. He made a 
vehement and well-timed protest against 
the immense labour entailed on the War 
Office by questions not of policy, of 
which no one would complain, but on 


'a large number of small questions of 


detail. This evening we saw here some 
180 or 200 questions, including supple- 
mentary questions, and of these a large 
number were addressed to the War 
Office. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
There were only 100. 


Mr. BRODRICK: What did the 
hon. Member for Ross-shire ask? He 
asked a question about a Scotch ship- 
owner who had provided too small a 
boat for a particular service. We have 
had a dozen or fifteen questions from 
the hon. Member on this small point. 
An hon. Member asked a question which 
ought to be decided upon by the officer 
commanding in Scotland. If the hon. 
Gentleman insists on a reply to his 
question, and if he is surrounded by 
otherswho are ready tomove the adjourn- 
ment of the House if he is not treated 
with respect, the result is that telegrams 
have to be despatched to Scotland and 
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additional correspondence comes upon | 
the War Office. I see that the hon. | 
Gentleman shakes his head. But if the | 
process of questioning is repeated thirty 
or forty times a day it really makes a 
serious demand on the time of the De- 
partment officials which I am sure those 
who ask the questions do not realise. 


*Mr. WEIR said that the question 
had reference to the Seaforth High- 


landers, and was a question of life and _ 


death to these men, and should not be 
treated by the right hon. Gentleman 
in a light and airy fashion. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
is well known in the matter of questions 
to be the most grievous offender in the 
House. [Cries of ** Withdraw.”’] The hon. 
Member for South Donegal the other day 
complained that my noble friend the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
answered questions which he addressed 
to me. The hon. Member for North 
Aberdeen complained most bitterly this 
evening because my noble friend would 
not promise to take up the case of a boy 
who represented hims:'* to be eighteen 
years of age, and turned out to be sixteen 
and a halt. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): This is 
one of the greatest scandals connected 
with the War Office, and it has been 
going on for years. It has been brought 
up by other Members as well as myself. 
It is one of the iniquities of the present 
system. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 


order ! 


£*Mr. WEIR: I rise to a point of order. 
I wish to ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman has the right to charge 


Members on this side of the House with | 


being offenders in the matter of ques- | 
tions. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ¢ That | 


is not a point of order. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
the difficulty of centralisation if every 
soldier can come to the War Office with | 
his case. 


Mr. PIRIE: It is a great question, 
this of the age of recruits—— 


Mr. Brodricl: 


{COMMONS} 


I wish to indicate | 
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| [The Hon. MEMBER continued to 
|address the Committee, but in the 
noise he could not be heard. ] 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am entitled to put 
'my case. If a recruit represents himself 
to be of the age of eighteen—— 


Mr. PIRIE: He is encouraged to do so, 
It is connived at. 


Mr. BRODRICK: After he has been 
examined by the doctor and found to be 
of the physical equivalent of the age 
he represents himself to be, it is not a 
matter for the War Office to inquire into. 
It must be inquired into by the general 
officer commanding. I mean to stand 
to my guns and not to be influenced by 
the protest of the hon. Member. 


Mr. PIRIE [remaining seated]: And 
other Members. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
ask the hon. Member to observe the 
ordinary rules of the House. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am grateful to the 
hon. Member for North Aberdeen for 
showing what is the spirit of some Mem- 
bers of the House, who call loudly for 
decentralisation, when there is a par- 
ticular question they want to ask. It is 
ridiculous for the House to talk broadly 
of decentralisation if individual Members 
insist upon our making all the rules. A 
general officer will not take responsi- 
bility upon himself if immediately a 
question arises in the House of Commons 
he is to be hauled up to headquarters. 
It is necessary to train general officers 
in habits of independence. A general 
officer, whose name I will not give, came 
before the Committee and stated in the 
strongest terms that what was required, 
and the only thing that was required, 
in order to give better training to the 
Army was that full responsibility should 
be given to general officers in their 
| districts, and that they should be allowed 
to deal with questions of expenditure 
| much more largely than at present. 
| Within a fortnight of the time the 
Committee had made their report and 
it had been brought to me a demand 
| was made upon the Ordnance Depart- 
| ment, signed by the ordnance officer 
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of the district and countersigned by this 
same general officer—a man of very high 


rank—and the whole of the demand | 


on that sheet was for half a pintof varnish, 


the cost of which was sixpence, although | 


the general officer was entitled to spend 
£10, or in cases of emergency a larger sum 
on any object he wanted. I hope I 
have not dwelt at undue length upon 
this point. My object is to show that it is 
not only goodwill and determination on 
the part of the War Office that is wanted, 
but also indulgence in self-restraint on 
the part of Members of the House of 
Commons in pressing the Minister to 
take up the smallest possible case. 

As to what we propose to do, I cannot 
give a decision on the Committee's Report, 
but only a general outline of what we are 
doing. We are working out various 
points as quickly as we can, but before we 
can put them in order we must see our 
way on individual points. What we do 
propose is this--we propose to set up three 
army corps before the end of the year. 
The setting up of army corps commands 
is absolutely essential to the carrying out 
of any measure of decentralisation. The 
army corps will be established at Alder- 


shot, on Salisbury Plain, and in Ireland, | 


and we propose to give the general 
ofticers very extensive powers. We shall 
give them financial assistants at their 
own headquarters, as suggested by the 
Committee. We shall give them 
in each case a staff officer similar 
to the officers who are known as 
intendants in a German army corps. 
This officer will be charged with financial 
powers, and will have the considerable 
powers upon which the Committee had 
laid such stress. He will also be in close 
touch with the authorities in the district 
in the matter of audit. We also intend, 
though to what extent I cannot say, to 
give considerable powers to general 
officers in regard to the carrying out of 
works in their districts by the Royal 
Engineers. As an earnest of this, in 
regard to the raising of huts at Aldershot 
and on Salisbury Plain, which will involve 
many thousands of pounds, the two 
general officers commanding at Aldershot 
and Salisbury Plain will have the power 
to complete the building of the huts, and 
to make contracts, merely reporting the 
expenditure, within limits, to head- 


quarters. That will be an experiment. 
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| Of course, I should like to accept without 
/comment the suggestion that, if we give 
such powers, we shall get more efficiency 
and more economy. I have no doubt 
about the efficiency ; I have some hopes, 
| but perhaps some doubts, about the 
‘economy. I hope that by beginning well 
we shall be encouraged to go further. 

I will deal in one word with the 
proposal to establish a War Office board. 
The Member for East Bristol spoke rather 
strongly about the friction existing be- 

tween the military and civil sides of the 
War Office in matters of contracts and 
finance. I do not think that the Com- 
mittee really found that there was any 
considerable amount of friction between 
the civil and military elements—-I am 
quite certain there is none between the 
heads of the Office—-but everyone will 
realise that between men who want to 
spend and men who want to check ex- 
/penditure there must always be some 
‘feeling of this kind. The establishment 
of a War Office board is looked upon as a 
remedy for all these disorders. We have 
‘already a War Office Council, presided 
over by the Secretary of State, who con- 
sider important questions ; but the Sec- 
retary of State, although he takes the 
chair, is not bound by the decisions of the 
council. We also have the Army Board, 
a most valuable body, over which the 
Commander-in-Chief presides. It has 
carried out an enormous amount of work 
in connection with the war, and I should 
be sorry to see its functions curtailed or 
to see the board abolished. I should like, 
on the contrary, to see the step taken 
which I propose to take to relieve it of the 
difficulty which hitherto has very largely 
shackled it. I am indisposed to do away 
with the Army Board, or to have a 
board consisting of all the chief officers, 
,as suggested by my hon. friend. On 
such a board the Secretary of State must 
either sit or not sit. If he does not sit on 
‘the board he is placed, I think, in the 
invidious position of having to decline, 
‘on his own responsibility, resolutions 
which may come to him with the impri- 
| matur of the whole of his colleagues. It 
| would be almost impossible for a man to 
continually sit in his own room and to 
| upset resolutions unanimously come to 
by ten or twelve men. The Secretary of 
State must take the responsibility, what- 
| ever happens. If he is not present he 
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cannot give expression to his own views. | that we have adopted in spirit, and given 
On the other hand, constitutionally, if he| practical effect to, nearly all of the 
is present and is outvoted, the decision | proposals contained in the Committee’s 


must be the decision of the Secretary of | report. 
He is responsible, and, if the) which are matters of time, we shall have 


State. 


board comes to the conclusion to add/|to wait. 
20,000 men to the Army, that is not a 


As regards some of them 
I hope the Committee will 
'realise that in this and other matters 


decision he could accept without refer-| there has been no avoidable delay, and 


ence to his colleagues in the Government, 
or to which he could be bound by the 


board. 


*Mr. MATHER: The description the 
right hon. Gentleman has given of the 
War Office Board contained in the Com- 
mittee’s report is not in accordance with 
what the Committee suggested should be 
done—that the position of the Secretary 
of State should be enhanced in value, 
while 
relieving him of a great amount of 


importance, and _ responsibility, 


detail work. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I quite see what 
the hon. Gentleman has in view; but 
as a railway board binds its chairman, 
so if you have this board or council the 
Secretary of State, sitting as president, 
must be bound by it. What I propose is 
I recognise the advantage of the 
co-ordination of business proposed by the 
I propose that the Perma- 
nent Under Secretary, with the second | 


this. 
Committee. 


officer in each department, should have 
regard to all these papers before they 


reach the stage at which they have to be 


that, although during the last six months 
| there has been an immense strain on the 
Department over which I preside, in 
this matter of War Office reform as well 
as in regard to the establishment of the 
| new army corps districts we are making 
|great and rapid progress. I realise to 
the full that the first duty we have to 
perform is to get back public confidence 
jin War Office administration. I know 
it may take some time, because a great 
deal is put down to our system and to 
| defective organisation of the War Office 
‘that is accounted for by many other 
causes, and for which those who have 
laboured so well in the War Office are not 
responsible. I am convinced that the 
time is not far distant when we shall 
obtain from the public a fuller measure 
of confidence than we have at present, 
and it is that conviction which makes 
me feel that no labour is thrown away, 
and makes me especially thankful to the 
Committee and to the gentlemen who 
sit in this House who belonged to it. 


{[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 


settled, and should hold a meeting twice | 


a week and co-ordinate all the work in the 
precise manner in which the Committee 
That would prevent endless | 


propose. 
discussion. At all events, I have put it 
in that form as an experiment which 
will be tried, and I propose that the War 
Office Council should follow out the 
suggestion of the Committee by holding 


meetings at stated intervals, keeping | 


minutes, and probably having a short- 
hand writer present so that opinions 
may be recorded. That will be a means 
of ascertaining their views in future, 
which will, I think, be extremely valu- 
able. 

I do not propose, Sir, to trouble the 
House any further in regard to this Com- 
mittee, except to say I fully believe that 
before the autumn—as foreshadowed 
by the right hon. Gentleman on the 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) said he was not one of those 
who had taken a very strong line against 
the War Office, because he thought it 
was not so bad as it was painted. He 
thought it was a case of giving a dog a 
bad name 


| 
| 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
‘Members were not present. House 
‘counted, and, forty Members being 
found present-— 


Dr. FARQUHARSON said he did not 
|take a very unfavourable view of the 
action of the War Office. They must 
‘all recognise the splendid work the 
Department did in sending out to South 
|Africa an enormous number of troops, 
| well supplied and found in almost every 


Front Bench—we shall be able to show | way, and he thought that they did their 


Mr. Prodrick. 
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work uncommonly well. But there was 
no doubt that the War Office was sur- 
rounded with restrictions, complications, 
and difficulties. A large number of 
drawbacks were expounded by the Com- 
mittee which inquired into the adminis- 
tration of the Department. Of course 
they were all very glad to hear that those 
difficulties were about to be removed, 
and that the War Office was to be re- 
arranged on what his hon. friend the 
Member for the Rossendale Division 
called business principles. He was very 
glad to read the recommendation about a 
central board. He could not, however, 
help observing that both in the Report 
and in the speeches which had been 
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ask his noble friend whether the aimy 
corps which were to be created were to 
be fully manned with medical practi- 
tioners. lf they were, where were the 
War Office going togetthem? It wasil 
very well to employ civilians for ten.- 
porary emergencies, but if the War On.ce 





imagined they would be able to meet 


|the difficulty of finding a sufticient 


| 
| 


delivered regarding it there had been | 


one conspicuous omission. 
uttering his own opinion merely, but was 
backed up by the bulk of the military 
profession, especially the Army Medical 
Corps, when he stated that the 
Director General of the Army 


He was not | 


number of Army doctors by employing 
civilians, they would discover that the 
position will be worse in the future than 
it had been in the past. Civilians would 
be unable to leave their practice, and it 
was pertectly well known that civilians 
could not act as Army practitionets, 
because they did not know and appre- 
ciate military life as an Army doctor did. 
If it were part of the system to man the 
home district with civilians he was Lound 


‘to say that the War Office might Lid 


Medical Department ought not to be) 
allowed to continue in a subordinate and | 
inferior position, but should be a member | 


of the central board and the 


head- | 


quarter staff, instead of being invited to | 


attend occasionally. The position was 
very like that of a Government. If a 
Minister were outside the Cabinet his 
recommendations would have small effect. 
He knew perfectly well that the sub- 
ordinate position of the Director-General 


had been responsible for the complica- | 
tions, he might almost say the disasters, 


of the unfortunate war in South Africa. 
He was sorry to see that the present 
Director-General had retired prema- 
turely and insufficiently rewarded after 
a brilliant career, and he was proud that 
he was one of a company who entertained 
the Director-General at a dinner at the 
Hotel Cecil the previous evening. No 
doubt the recommendations of the 
Director-General as to the undermanning 
of the Army Medical Department, which 
was absolutely the case, would have more 
effect if made within the Cabinet, so to 
speak. The Director-General pointed 
out from the very beginning that the 
Department was undermanned and was 
only able to deal with the exigencies of | 
two army corps. When the time of 


stress and difficulty came in South Africa | 
the medical department was practically 
He wished to 


unable to cope with it. 





farewell to any chance of recruiting 
the permanent Army Medical Depart- 
ment from the medical schools, because 
it stood to reason that if the civilians 
were to get all the plums of the hon.e 
service, while the Army doctors were to 
be sent to Demerara, the Gold Coast, 
and other uncomfortable places, men 
would not be obtained from the medical 
schools. He might be approaching the 
limits of order, but after thirty years 
experience in the House he thought it 
better to seize an opportunity when he 
found it. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
Medical Vote is the next Vote to be dis- 
cussed. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON said he undei- 
stood that, but of course they did mt 
know how long this discussion wouid 
continue. He thought, however, he 
would be in order in asking a questicn 
or two about the composition of the 
Committee appointed by the Secretary 
of State to investigate the present con 
dition of the Army Medical Department 
and how it could be best improved. He 
was extremely glad that a Committee 
had been appointed, and he hoped that 
it would result in restoring the waning 
confidence of the civil profession in the 
Army Medical Department. But he 


_was glad to say that there were a great 


many good men on it, including Sir 
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Frederick Treves, who had _ rendered 
such conspicuous service to the State by 
leaving the greatest practice in London, 
to go out to South Africa, from which 
he returned in bad health. He was 
ashamed to say that Sir Frederick Treves 
had been sneered at by certain members 
of the House, but he was held in the 
highest respect, not only by his pro- 
fessional brethren but also by the Govern- 
ment. There were, however, one. or 
two omissions, and he was glad to hear 
hon. Members from Ireland place the 
cise of the medical schools in Ireland 
before the House. Those schools sent 
a large number of medical officers into 
the service, and he thought they had a 
right to be represented on the Committee. 
He hoped that the War Office would 
give way and appoint an extra man to 
represent the Irish schools. He was 
sorry that an officer of greater standing 
was not on the Committee to represent 
the Department and to tell the Com- 
mittee what ought to be done. Of course 
it was the man who wore the shoe who 
knew where it pinched. He thought it 
was unfortunate, although it might not 
be too late to remedy it, that there was 
not on the Committee a medical officer 
of long and high standing in the Depart- 
ment who had seen the working of troops 
in the field and the working of the De- 
partment at home. If was also unfor- 
tunate that the Committee decided not 
to take evidence. He did not know in 
what other way they would be able to 
obtain the opinion of the service and of 
the medical schools. The medical pro- 
fession held the Department in the hollow 
of their hands, and could boycott it if 
they wished, and it would be a misfortune 
if the Government did not get the full 
confidence of the medical profession. 


He hoped that those who were respon- 


sible for the Committee would take special | 
note of the series of recommendations 
sent in by the British Medical Association | 
and formulated by a committee com-, 
posed of prominent members of the 
medical profession. According to those 
recommendations, the medical service 
would like more pay, an opportunity of 
getting more private leave, and also an 
improvement in their social position. 
There had been a great many attacks on 
the Army Medical Department, which 
had few defenders, but he hoped 


Dr, Farquharson. 
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that the Committee would hear some 
generous words of recognition of the 
great services rendered by the Army 
Medical Department in South Africa. 
He apologised if he trenched on the limits 
of order. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 

S.) said he wished to take that opportu- 
nity of making a smallcomplaint. He 
thought that every hon. Member who 
desired to see the grand function of the 
distribution of medals to South African 
| heroes under the auspices of His Majesty 
| should have been enabled to do so. He 
regretted that he had been unable to 
obtain a ticket, though the noble Lord, 
with his usual courtesy, directed him to 
make application ina particular quarter. 
He had had an application from a 
gallant colonel well known in Belfast for 
| his action in sending troops out to the 
war, asking every Ulster Member to be 
present at the ceremony. He was 
extremely anxious to be present, and 
nodoubt the noble Lord did all he could 
in the matter, but he thought that 
members of the House of Commons 
should be furnished through the Speaker 
with special tickets in the usual way. 








| 





| THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
|THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan zey, 
| Lancashire, Westhoughton) said he 
|was sure there ‘must have been 
|some mistake. He had _ heard of 
} several hon. Members who had applied 
| to the officer responsible and who had 
, obtained tickets, and it must have been 

through an oversight that the hon. Mem- 
' ber did not get one also. The matter 
| would, however, be put right if possible. 
' No stands were put up for the ceremony, 
_and only tickets admitting within the 
| line of sentries were issued. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said he was in the same position as the 
hon. Member for South Belfast. He had 
no ticket either. He was not sure 
whether he was in order, but his object 
in rising was to endeavour to obtain 
a little information anent a question he 
put to the Secretary of War on the 
19th July, with reference to the case of 
a man named Henderson, who was 
driven out of the Transvaal by the 
British authorities. The answer he re- 
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ceived was that the British authorities | 
had issued orders that no discharged | 
soldier should be allowed to remain in 
the Transvaal or the Orange Free State. 


Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said he 
thought the matter should be discussed 
on Vote 1. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said it was a 
question of administration. The man 
had lived in the Transvaal for years, 
and when the war broke out he joined 
Thorneycroft’s Mounted Infantry, was 
wounded at the Modder River, returned 
to his regiment, and was discharged. | 
He then went to his home in the) 
Transvaal, and was employed by his pre- 
vious employer at a wage of £50 a month. 

THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am) 


afraid that matter does not arise on the | 
Vote for the War Office. 


{25 Juty 1901} 
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I must 
ask the hon. Member to respect the 
ruling of the Chair. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston), on a point of order, urged that 
the question was one of military adminis- 
tration in the Transvaal, which at the 


| present time was under the War Office. 


Surely on the principal Vote for the 
War Office it was competent for a member 
of the Committee to refer to an order 


‘issued by the Commander-in-Chief, who 


was responsible to the Secretary of State 


| whose salary was under consideration. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 


| asked if it was not a fact that the cireum- 


stances to which the hon. Member 
alluded arose under martial law, for 
which the Commander-in-Chief was re- 


sponsible, and that, therefore, the ques- 


'tion could only be raised on the salary 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said it was the | 
Secretary of State for War who had | 
answered his question, and the War! 
Ottice was the proper department. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
question cannot arise on the Vote for the 
War Office. | 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said that with , 
all due respect, if the question could not 
be raised on the War Office Vote, he did 
not know how he was to get any infor- 
mation on the subject. 


of the Commander-in-Chief. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON asked if they were 


‘to understand that a general order like 


that was issued without the cognisance 
of the War Office. He thought the 
question could be discussed, and he would 


‘ask the Secretary of State to give an 
explanation of such harsh conduct. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
repeat my opinion that the question can 
only be discussed on Lord Kitchener’s 
salary. I am guided in that opinion by 


| repeated precedents. 


Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It can} 


be discussed on the Vote for Lord 


Kitchener. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said he under- | 
stood the Committee were discussing the | 
administration of the War Office, and the 
order of which he complained was issued 
by the War Office. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
order to which the hon. Member refers 
was issued by the Commander-in-Chief. 
The Vote for his salary is not under 
discussion. 


' of the War Office Committee. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON asked, Was he 
to understand that a general order like 
that was given and that the War Office 
knew nothing about it ? 





Mr. JOHN WILSON asked when the 
vote for Lord Kitchener's salary would 
come on. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that it 
was a little unfortunate that a vote like 
this, which involved large questions of 


‘policy and other matters affecting the 


War Oftice, should be used to raise merely 
personal questions, such as that the hon. 
Member for South Belfast had not re- 
ceived a ticket for a certain ceremony. 
But he really rose to call attention to an 
extremely important point in the Report 
It should 
be understood that under the national 
system of accounts in England each year 
was cut off at the beginning and at the 
end. The actual receipts and expenditure 
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from Ist April to 31st March were taken. { Accounts Committee—for seeing that all 
Nothing..was brought forward at the!) money voted for the year, but not spent 
beginning of the year, and nothing was | within the year, was surrendered—an 
carried forward at the end. The whole | essentially different thing. Then the 
of the system rested on that strict Committee made the mischievous and 
“annuality ’: it was a strict annual | dangerous recommendation, against 
cash account. The system had been, which he had hoped and expected the 
adopted by Parliament after a long expe- | Chairman of the Public Accounts Com- 
rience of many other systems, and it was, mittee would protest, that a system of 
he believed, the only proper system. He “carry over” should be followed, by 
was, therefore, sorry to see that the Com- which unspent balances should be placed 
mittee recommended that, to a large in a suspense account and carried over 
extent, it should be abandoned. He, to the next year. This recommendation 
understood that the main claim of this | was preceded by this statement-— 
Committee to public attention and the; Money not spent is surrendered, and finds 
eurying out of its recommendations was _ its way tothe Sinking Fund. Attention must 
that it was a business committee. The ¢ drawn to this practice, because, in respect 
. Sara of certain departments at the War Office, it 
hon. Member for the Rossendale Division | teks te eee” 
began and ended his speech with the Why did it lead ee 
assertion of his desire that the War Office "ed win aes "ya ange eget: 
should be a_ business-like department. | ev A ge was - a officer or other 
He was, therefore, amazed to find that in | violated or neglected his duty. 
Paragraph 35 the Committee showed a se 
that ft had not the slightest understand- Mr. BRODRICK: No. 
ing of the business basis on which the Mr. GIBSON BOWLES quoted a 
national finance was founded. In that : . 

Pen ee eee | passage from the evidence showing that 
paragraph were two assertions, both of _ajfie “oa ony 
5, GR Allens EC money voted for one purpose had been 

‘ re ; improperly devoted to another. The 

“The Treasury, in addition to seeing that | fault was in the officer, not in the system. 
money is appiied to the purpose for which it 
is voted, etc.” 


To see that money was applied to the ak. ER OORAUR. agin diesel. 
purpose for which it was voted was not | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 
the business ol the Treasury at all J t point was that an officer spent money, 
was the business of the Auditor and Con- | no matter whether it was £100,000 or 
troller General. The next assertion was £1,000, or £1, for purposes for which it 
that the Treasury— was not voted, in order to avoid sur- 
“ Is charged with seeing that allmoney voted | rendering it. The Department could 
fer the year is spent within the year. not bear to surrender any unspent 
The Treasury was charged with nothing money. 
of the sort. The function of the Treasury | j 
was altogether different—namely, to Mr. BRODRICK: Hear. hear. 
permit in the Army and the Navy Esti- 
mates a diversion of money from one vote | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES was really 
to another. That was the exact opposite amazed that the Secretarv of State 
of the assertion of the Committee. The | should cheer that statement. It was of 
Treasury could receive requests from the essence of our financial system that 
departments for the diversion of money , money which could not be fairly spent 
from one Vote to another ; it could allow on the purposes for which it was voted 
a department to anticipate Votes ; and, | should be surrendered and go to the 
finally, it exercised a dispensing power Sinking Fund. 
with regard to the regulations under 
which the War Office existed, in the way’ Mr. BRODRICK: I cheered that 
of Royal Warrants, and such like. So} remark for this reason, that if the service 
farfrom-the Treasury seeing that money for which money is voted and raised 
voted was spent within the year, it had a) from the taxpayer is not carried out in 
certain responsibility—although the real | one year, the money has to be re-voted 
responsibility was exercised by the Public | in the following year, and it is the busi- 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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ness of the Department, if possible, to| coming to the House. 
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The House had 


avoid putting that fresh burden on the/ always resisted, and, he hoped, would 


taxpayers. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that no | 
doubt the right hon. Gentleman had | 
stated correctly the constitutional theory. | 
Ifthe money was required the next year | 
it had, no doubt, to be re-voted. | 

Mr. BRODRICK: More money. | 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : No. If! 
£100,000 is saved from any spending 
Committee, and it goes to the Sinking 
Fund, the £100,000 is there, and when 
another £100,000 is raised the next year, 
you are no worse off. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I beg pardon. The | 
taxpayer pays it twice over. He pays it | 
one year for the reduction of the National 
Debt, and the next year for the same 
service over again. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that he 
owed £100,000 less, but had to raise 
£100,000 more, and that really came to 
exactly the same thing. The first lesson 
which had to be taught to the War 
Office was apparently the common 
science of arithmetic. This reeommenda- 
tion laid the axe at the very root of our 
financial system. How far was it to be 
carried ? Was the principle to be applied 
to the War Office alone, or extended to 
other Departments? It could not be 
confined to one Department, it must 
extend to all; and then at one sweep 
away went the whole of the control of 
the House of Commons over public 
expenditure. That control rested on 
the “ annuality ” of our accounts, and 
that was the only right system of national 
accounts. He did not say there were 
not other systems which might be con- 
sidered, but it was the system adopted 
by this country, and the only one by 
which a complete and perfect Parlia- 
mentary control over expenditure could 
be secured. But he would disclose the 
secret of the recommendation. There 
had been going on, not for months or 
years, but for geénerations, a conflict 
between this House and its control on 





| cretion. 


continue to resist, that idea. He cer- 
tainly felt bound to raise his voice against 
this new attempt—to which the Com- 
mittee had injudiciously and, he believed, 
thoughtlessly made themselves a party— 
on the part of the permanent officials 
to get control of a fund with regard to 
which Parliament should have no dis- 
Sir Redvers Buller, who was, 
no doubt, a distinguished general, but 
not, as far as he knew, a great financier, 


| was examined before the Committee, 


and he expressed the opinion that the 


buildings Vote should be a lump-sum 


Vote. Say buildings costing £1,000,000 


| were wanted, the House of Commons 


were to vote the £1,000,000 ; £100,000 
might be spent that year, and the 
remainder would go into the pockets of 
the War Office to be spent when and as 
it pleased. “I am told,” he said, “ that 


this is contrary to the British Constitu- 
‘tion, but I think that in that case the 


British Constitution ought to be altered.” 
The Committee would therefore see that 
the generals and the permanent officials 
were absolutely prepared to abolish the 
financial system, and even the British 
Constitution itself, in order to gain 
control of money without having to ask 
Parliament for it. It was a most dan- 
gerous suggestion. The Committee on 
the War Office had done extremely good 
work ; some of their recommendations 
were eminently reasonable; but when 
he came to such financial proposals as 
those towhich he had referred, he thought 
it was necessary to enter his protest. 


Mr. PIRIE desired to call attention to 
the fraudulent system which prevailed 
of enlisting boys as men. The Secretary 
of State had said that if there was any- 
thing wrong the matter should be placed 
before the general officers commanding 
the British Army. That was an absolute 
innovation, and, for himself, he should 
never adopt that course. For five years 
‘he had brought this matter before the 
| Committee, giving not one case but ten 
| or twelve cases of boys being enlisted at 


the one side, and the permanent officials | fourteen or fifteen years of age. The 
of Departments on the other. The | system was an iniquitous one, and it was 
latter were always wanting to have a/| not only connived at but encouraged by 
sort of war fund on which they could | the War Office, for the simple reason that 


draw at their own sweet will, without they dared not face the difficulty of the 
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want of men that would prevail in the 
first instance if a more genuine system 
was adopted. 
done to the public, and the whole life of 


{COMMONS} 
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| THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
|order! No doubt the matter has been 


A great wrong was being | the subject of question and answer, but 


| [do not think it can properly be discussed 


many of these soldiers was made a living | on this Vote. 
lie. The men were taken into the Army | 


at a nominal age, perhaps three years 
over their real age ; they were treated in 
the matter of work and punishment as 
men, instead of as boys ; no account was 
taken of the mental and moral attributes 
which only age could give. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that as long as he 
occupied his present position he would 
maintain the system. In that ease public 
opinion would have to be aroused to 
cause the right hon. Gentleman to adopt 
a more straightforward, honourable, and 
proper system. 


tion with the present manner of pro- 
ceeding, and recruiting sergeants gained 
their bounty irrespective of the ruined 
lives which followed. Many of these lads 
were sent out to India, and after about 
eighteen months or two years came back, 


| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : Without at all desir- 
| ing to interfere in this particular case, 
| may I submit that surely when events 
| such as the hon. Member has described 
|occur under the authority of military 
| officers, and in the execution of military 
| duty, the opportunity of any Member of 
'the House to discuss the matter arises 
'on the Vote for the salary of the Secretary 

of State for War, who is responsible for 
| everything connected with the Army. 


* Press-gang ”’ would be | 
almost the proper word to use in connec- | 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
rule which has been frequently laid down 
| by the Chair is that, where the same 
| question can be raised on another Vote 
subordinate to that for the salary of the 
Secretary of State, it should be raised on 
that Vote. 


and the military hospitals would show the | 


wrecked lives and terrible diseases which 
were the lot of many before they reached 
the age of twenty years. He was glad to 
hear the remarks of the hon. and gallant 
Member for Newport with regard to the 
favouritism which existed. If Members 
on the Opposition side of the House had 
called attention to the matter they would 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
‘I do not wish, of course, to assume a 
controversial attitude towards you, Sir, 
' but I am under the impression that at the 
time Vote 1 was passed it was agreed 
| that matters which there was not then an 
| adequate opportunity for discussing 
should be discussed on this Vote. 


have been termed “ traitors,’ and there- | 


fore he was glad the point had been | 
He only hoped | 


raised on the other side. 
the right hon. Gentleman would see that 
the practice was stopped. He also 
desired to protest against the order com- 
pelling Dutch colonists to attend the 


execution of one of their fellow-country- | 


men. He did not say that such execu- 


tions might not be necessary, but if the | 
object of the order was that they should 
act as deterrents, he thought the object | 
If he were | 
a Cape colonist and had 100 lives to lose | 
he would willingly give up every one of | 
them if he was forced to go to such an | 
Such compulsion would do. 


was not likely to be attained. 


execution. 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
| explain that, as far as his recollection went, 
the arrangement was that any matters 
'eonnected with Vote 1 which were not 
then discussed should be raised on the 
Army scheme resolution ; he did not 
think any pledge was given that on sub- 
sequent Votes the discussion should be 
general. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) pointed out that the circumstances 
to which the hon. Member for North 
Aberdeen was referring had occurred 
since the previous discussion took place. 


nothing but increase rebellion, not ten- | 


fold but a thousand-fold. He did not 


helieve that such an order could have been | 
given with the approval of the Com- | 


mander-in-Chief in South Africa. 
Mr. Pirie. 


Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I did 
not understand from the Secretary of 
State whether or not an understanding 
| was arrived at, but in any case such an 
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understanding would be subject to the 
general supervision of the Chair. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that this was a | 
matter which could not, under any cir- | 
cumstances, have been discussed on the 
resolution. 





Mr. BRODRICK : When Vote 1 was | 
before the Committee the question was | 
raised as to whether there would be equal | 
facilities for discussion on the resolution | 
as there were on Vote 1, and, on the 
understanding that there should be, the | 
Committee gave us Vote 1. 


{25 Juty 1901} 


| should be continued. 
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the Member for King’s Lynn upon this 
subject. The question of the accounts 
was one of the greatest importance, and 
it should be clearly shown at the end of 
every year what had been done with the 
money, what had been spent, and what 
had been received. If a suspense account 
were introduced it would be absolutely 
impossible for the public Accounts Com- 
mittee or the House of Commons to know 
what had been done with the money, or 
under what circumstances it had been 
expended. Therefore, he thought it was 
absolutely necessary that the system 
which had prevailed up to the present 
With regard to the 


|loss to the taxpayer to which his hon. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
When are we to have an opportunity of | 
discussing the Military Estimates for | 
South Africa, if not now 2? 


friend the Secretary of State for War had 
alluded perhaps he might be allowed to 
point out that if they owed £100,000 to 


'a man and their income resulted in a 


surplus of £100,000 and they used that 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am only dealing 
now with what actually passed between | 
the right hon. Gentleman and the First 
Lord of the Treasury at the time. I do 
not recollect that anything was said or | 
promised with regard to any further | 
opportunities being given interfering | 
with the ruling of the Chair. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
there was a pledge given that there 
would be a complete discussion allowed 
on these resolutions. 


sum to pay off their debts, they did not 
necessarily lose by it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: But you have to 
get the £100,000 next year. 


Mr. BANBURY said that it was quite 


_true, but in the year to come it was sub- 
| ject to the control of Parliament. 


He 
only rose because the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn had said that he thought 
he should find himself alone in this 
matter. As a humble member of the 


| Public Accounts Committee, he wished 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It seems 
to me that there does not appear to have | 
been an understanding arrived at upon 
this point, and I call upon the hon. | 
Member for North Aberdeen to proceed. 
with his speech. 


Mr. PIRIE said he would finish his 
remarks by asking the right hon. Gentle- | 


man to telegraph to South Africa to | 


. . . . . . | 
obtain information on this point, and if | 


it was found that this order was merely | 
the result of a subordinate’s action with- | 
out the approval of the Commander-in- | 


Chief and the Government, that steps | 


would be taken to reprimand the officer | 


responsible. He would ask his question 
upon this subject again to-morrow. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) said he wished to associate himself 
with what had fallen from his hon. friend 





to associate himself with the hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn upon this point. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
This discussion has principally turned on 
the Report of the Committee which in 
quired into the constitution and manage- 
ment of business in the War Office. The 
House should, in the first place, express 
its sense of the debt it is under to the 
members of that Committee for their 
laborious inquiry and comprehensive 
report. I think our thanks are also due 
to the right hon. Gentleman for having 
appointed the Committee. This is not 
a Committee which was appointed by 
Parliament or by an authority indepen 
dent of the right hon. Gentleman, but it 
was selected and appointed by him for the 
purpose of assisting the Secretary of State 
in the reorganisation of the departments - 
of the War Office in an alteration of the 
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conditions of business in the office. The 
House is under a considerable disadvan- 
tage necessarily because the Report itself 


is not the main or most important ques- | 


tion. The most important question is, 


what is the right hon. Gentleman going | 


to do on the Report ; and we cannot 


expect him, engaged as he is in the'| 


arduous dutiesof his office at this moment, 
to be ready with an answer to all the 
questions addressed to him on that sub- 
ject. It is impossible that he can have 
made up his mind on the various points 


already, and we must probably have to | 


put off to another session any real and 
fundamental consideration of the im- 
portant points raised in the Report. 


In my opinion, it would be a strange. 


thing indeed if we were not to find in 
such an office as the War Office many 
departments capable of being reformed. 
The War Office is peculiar and distin- 
guished from almost every other office 
in this—that it is an amalgamating office. 
It springs from half-a-dozen different 
departments originally distinct from 
each other, and which have been brought 
together. It has also undergone the 
process of a good deal of cutting and 
earving by successive authorities ; there- 
fore we might expect, in some respects, 
that it might be capable of some improve- 
ment. At the same time there are one 
or two ideas that have taken possession 
of the public mind, and especially of this 
House, which I think are not well 
founded. The main idea is that there is, 
or has been, in the War Office some 
sinister civilian element which has been 
powerful in past years to prevent good 
administration, and to cause great and 
unnecessary friction with the military 
authorities. The right hon. Gentleman 


has said that he is going to proceed at | 


considerable length in removing the civil 
element from the War Office and in sub- 
stituting the military element. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


side. 


On the military 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ hope that he will not carry that too far. 
A constitutional point arises. It is not 
enough for us to have the Secretary of 
State in this House, asa sort of guarantee 


for us that the soldiers are not completely | 


{COMMONS} 
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‘laid down by the highest constitutional 
authorities, from the Duke of Wellington 
downwards, again and again in the most 
explicit terms, that the most important 
control exercised in the War Office over 
the Army ought to be in the hands of 
civilians—I mean apart altogether from 
the questions of discipline and training, 
and the purely military side of the duties 
to be performed. In the Navy, as well 
as in the Army, but especially in the case 
of the Army, it has always been held by 
the highest constitutional authorities 
that there should be a great representa- 
tion of the civilian element in the autho- 
rities which deal with the Services, and 
that this representation was absolutely 
necessary. I hope the right hon. Gentle. 
man will not completely expel the civilian 
element. He spoke a few months ago 
‘of finding himself in a laager of civilians. 
I think now he has no civilian in that 
laager. Everyone is either a present or 
|a past soldier. I do not know that that 
is a situation of things likely to lead to 
good results. I am old-fashioned enough 
to believe that our predecessors were not 
wrong when they considered that the 
Secretary of State should be supported 
in the administration of the Army bya 
strong and solid body of the best civilian 
officers this country can produce, and | 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will not 
be carried away by any theory to the con- 
trary, and that he will maintain that old 
and long established principle. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman is a 
great advocate of decentralisation, and 
everybody will agree with him in that. 
Here, again, I am not sure at all that the 
greatest sinners in centralisation have 
been the civilians. I am afraid that it 
has been the soldiers who have done more 
than any others to create the inability to 
act without high authority, in that want 
of a sense of individual responsibility 
which undoubtedly has existed in many 
departments. The right hon. Gentle- 
man to-night quoted a story of a halt- 
pint of varnish, but the offender in that 


‘incident was a soldier and not a civilian. 


However, I entirely approve—and every- 
one must approve—of the general idea 
that there should be as little centralisa- 
tion as possible, and especially in these 
days the general officers and their staffs 
who administer the affairs of districts 


in possession of the Army. It has been} ought to be allowed much greater Jati- 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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tude than they have hitherto enjoyed. 
As to the proper way in which this should 
be done, | am content to leave that very 


much to the right hon. Gentleman and | 


the recommendations of the Report. 
The right hon. Gentleman referred to 
one advantage of decentralisation which 
did not commend itself very much to 
my judgment. He seemed to think 
one of the great benefits to be derived 
from decentralisation would be to pre- 
vent questions in the House of Commons, 
and he was very severe upon the hon. 
Member for Ross and Cromarty, and 
upon my hon. friend the Member for 
North Aberdeen for questions which they 
had put. To my mind the right hon. 
Gentleman is entirely on the wrong 
tack. I quite agree there ought to 
be some reserve and limit observed 
asto the number and character of ques- 
tions, but do not let it be under- 
stood that there is to be any inability 
on the part of members of the House as 
regards the putting of questions in 
matters of administration where they 


have reason to think that some error | 


is being committed or some mistaken 
course followed. In the very cases 
which have been spoken of it is the fact 
that questions have been asked in 
this House that often produces the effect 
which is desired. It is the knowledge 
that questions may be asked in this 
House which prevents mistakes being 
made. I must say that, while I can sym- 
pathise with a member of any Govern- 
ment in his desire to somewhat stint 
the number of questions put in this 
House, I think that many questions 
might be answered in a less public way ; 
still do not let the right hon. Gentleman 
in his zeal to save the time of the House ' 
do anything which will tend to throw 
the authority of the Government intc 
the scale against the freest liberty to 
Members putting such questions as 
they may think fit to ask. I could go 
into individual cases in regard to the 
war and the daily administration of 
military affairs which show what a 
useful part these questions play in 
the good administration of our affairs. 


Another most important question on 
which the right hon. Gentl man will 
have to make up his mind is the question 
of the distribution of the higher duties 
among the great officers on the head- | 
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|quarters staff. I am a little surprised 
that the Committee in their zeal have 
been so very explicit in defining the 
exact organisation which should be 
adopted for this purpose, because it is a 
most important question, and one which 
goes a little beyond the proper limits 
of an inquiry of this kind. It was 
inquired into a few years ago by the 
celebrated Hartington Commission, of 
which I had the honour to be a member. 
My own belief is that no system you can 
introduce for securing the co-operation 
of either of the services with the civilian 
and his colleagues will be satisfactory 
unless you have the most perfect loyalty 
and good faith and feeling among all 
the officers, whether civilian or military. 
I think if you look closely into the cases 
where friction has arisen you will 
generally find that it has been caused 
by some personal feeling, or through 
the lack of a good understanding between 
the officers themselves. I have always 
myself thought, having served both at 
the Admiralty and the War Office, 
that the latter would do well to copy 
something from the administration of 
the Admiralty. But the system of 
having a certain number of high officers 
of great experience and authority on a 
level, or practically ona level, one of them 
exercising a certain privacy over the 
others and being most conspicuous 
among them—that is the most satis- 
factory organisation for a Department 
suchasthis. Inthe old days there was— 
what shall I call it ?—a perpendicular 
organisation. Officers ofacertain degree 
reported to those above them, and so it 
went up from one great officer to another 
until the report came to the Commander- 
in-Chief, and then totheUnder Secretary, 
and finally to the Secretary of State. 
The Secretary of State in those days 
never knew, or if he did it was only by 
private inquiry, what the real and full 
opinion of the officers under the Com- 
mander-in-Chief was. We wish tht 
the Commander-in-Chief should main- 
tain his position of privacy, and we wish 
that the Secretary of State should have 
the fullest access to the minds, as well 
as the expressed opinions, of all the 
officers who serve under him. 


I was glad to hear from the right 
hon. Gentleman that the Army Board 
according to his idea is to have the 
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fullest power of initiative, so that they 
should be able to meet together, compare 
their own views, and discuss matters, 
possibly long before they come to his 
knowledge, in order that when the 


questions do come before him he may be | 


fully informed. These are very delicate 
questions, and not to be settled by a vote 


in this House, even on the Report of a | 


Committee, however able. Time only 
will show how the obvious difficulties 
of any organisation of this sort can be 
got over. But I believe myself that such 
an organisation in the main as is recom- 
mended. of an Army authority under 
the Secretary of State, or as the right 
hon. Gentleman himself has suggested, 


will probably be the most efficient for | 


the interests of the public service and of 
the country. 
right hon. Gentleman will do in this 
matter. We know he is full of zeal and 
industry, and no one is better acquainted 
with the details of the business of the 
War Office than he is, and | hope that 
when his time is less occupied by the 
affairs of the war he will arrive at some 
conclusion which may be useful to the 
country. 


There is one little matter to which [| 
The | 
right hon. Gentleman found fault, rather | 


wish to refer before I sit down. 


severely | think, with my right hon. 
friend the Member for South Aberdeen 


for certain questions that he put regard- 
ing the alleged arming of the Zulus, | 


{COMMONS} 


We wait to know what the | 
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they possess. This was a case in point, 
because my right hon. friend was invited 
by this member of the Legislative As. 
sembly to publish his letter immediately 
in the English papers. My right hon, 
friend consulted me about it, and we 
}agreed that it would be much better 
not to publish it, but to ask a question 
across the House in order to obtain, 
| as we hoped we should, and as I think 
we now have obtained, an answer indi- 
cating that the Government had no 
| responsibility in the matter. 


fl 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. BRODRICK : I do not complain 
| of the tone of the criticisms which the 
| right hon. Gentleman has made. I quite 
recognise the justice of what has been said 
‘in regard to the past laches of the War 
Office. Perhaps I might say, in regard 
to his last remark, that my complaint 
of his colleague the right hon. Member 
for South Aberdeen was that we were 
of opinion, having in our possession other 
information, that such letters as he had 
in his posscssion had taken an exag- 
gerated view of what had occurred, and 
we assured him that we were not arming 
the Zulus for any purpose, and that at the 
moment it was impossible to say more. | 
merely rose to appeal to the Committee, 
although I do not want them to close the 
debate if they desire to continue it, to 
agree to the Vote torthe War Office in the 
interests of those who wish to discuss 
the Medieal Vote. which comes after it. 


and he said that my right hon. friend | 


had been too persisient with his ques- 
tions. I know that my right hon. 
friend was in possession, at the moment, 
of a letter from a member of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly in Natal, and he also knew 
that the matter was so serious that the 
Premier of Natal was protesting against 
it. In these circumstances, after the | 
right hon. Gentleman gave a rather) 
evasive or almost contemptuous answer | 
to the question, I think it is not wonder- | 
ful that my right hon. friend persisted. | 
This is one of the many cases that [| 
could quote where Ministers, and I think 
particularly the right hon. Gentleman, | 
have been indignant at questions being | 
asked and matters raised in this House | 
when they would not be quite so indig- | 
nant if they knew how much reserve | 
is exercised by their critics, who do not 
put before the country all the evidence 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
said he would not occupy the time of 


the Committee for many minutes. He 


had taken considerable interest in the 
speeches which had been delivered upon 
the Report of the War Office Committee, 
but he wished respectfully to warn the 
Committee against the danger of taking 
this Report too seriously, because it was 
the 41st Commission which had sat on 
the War Office since the year 1815, and 
the result of all those Commissions had 
been to land them in the position in 
which they found themselves a year and 
a half ago. He wished to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he could 
give them some more information as to 
how he hoped to obtain a_ sufficient 
number of men for his three army corps. 
He thought that was a subject germane 
to this Vote, and he thought it was quite 
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as important a matter to the Committee 
and to the country generally as the 


report of the War Oftice Commission. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would not think that in mentioning this 
matter he was acting in any spirit of 
opposition towards him. He was not 
doing so in the least, for he had the 
greatest respect and admiration for the 
courage and energy with which the 
Secretary of State for War was tackling 
atthe present moment a most difficult 
problem, although he knew trom a tew 
words which the right hon. Gentleman 
had dropped with respect to himself that 
he considéred him an irreconcilable Mem- 
ber. Lord Raglan, speaking in another 
place had said about ten days ago that 
it would be necessary to find 6,000 men 
to fill up the places ot the time-expired 
men whose term of service would be up 
at the beginning of next year. Lord 
Wolseley was ol opinion that the War 
Office would find that there would be 
1 80,000 and 
next vear. 

Recruiting 


a deficiency of between 
190,000 men in the Army 
The Inspector 


stated in his report that although some 


General of 
portions ot his depart: ient were satis 
factory others were not ; and although 
the standard of height in the infantry 


had been lowered to 5 ft. 35 in. fewer 
infantry were recruited this last year 


than in 1899. They might talk about 
building barracks whieh would give 
house accommodation tor women and 


said that to all intents 
and) purposes it was impracticable. 
Another experiment which the War 
Office had taken up was to induce men 


children, but he 


to enlist by making them more comtort- 
able in barracks. That was all very 
well so far as it went, but would it induce 
men to enlist ? Those ideas did not per- 
meate the strata of society- the agri- 
cultural labourers—from which recruits 
were drawn. He ventured to say there 
were only two ways of getting the men 
that were wanted—namely, by getting 
ridof the abuses of stoppages and by giv- 
ing better pay. A recruit was told that he 
would get Is. or 1s. 3d. a day, and then he 
found that this was subject to a deduc- 
tion of 3d. a day. He had to find his 
own underclothing and the amount of 
trousers he wanted beyond what was 
provided by the Government. There were 
charges for hair-eutting and washing. 


VOL. XCVIII. [FourtH Serres. ]} 
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In connection with the canteen the 
Government, or those who conducted 
the canteen, paid Is. a gallon for beer 


which was sold at 1s. 3d. There were 
hospital stoppages which were the 


greatest swindle of all. They had heard 
a good deal about the American army 
lately. It was a small army, but the 
nation was rich; it nation of 
business men, and they knew they must 
pay for a good article. They paid 1s. 7d. 
or 2s. a day, because it was business. 
What was done in this country?) The 
War Office advertised for men, knowing 
pertectly well that by not paying the 
inmarket rate they would not get the men 
But, after all, there was 
A hoy 


t seventeen or eighteen years of 


Was a 


they wanted. 
some advantage in the system. 
taken a 
age and trained tor two vears made a 
good soldier, but the disadvantage was 
that two men were paid to do one man’s 


work, When a year and a half ago 
126.000 men were sent to the front. 
90.000 men had to be kept at home 


who were ineffective. He did not think 
the War Office were riding for a fall, and 
intended to come to the House another 
vear and say, We eannot get the men: 
clive us conscription ora higher 
He thought they were 
was perfectly 


you must 
rate ol pay. 
doing their best, but he 
certain that they were not getting the 
mel they wanted. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
behind me has made a ve rv important 
spee h in regard to the recruiting ques- 
tion. and | think J ought to intervene 
in order to thank him for the helpfulness 
of the observations he has made. May 
I refer to one or two points in his speech 
which I think are hardly quite as fair 
as he tried to make out in his comparison 
to the American army? It is comparing 
a nation which asks one man in 100 to 
serve in the Army or Reserve to a nation 
which asks one man in 1,000 to come 
forward for similar The fact 
that it is possible to attract one man in 
1.000 by a certain rate of pay is no proot 
that the same rate of pay will attract one 
man in 100. I must also disabuse the 
mind of my hon. and gallant friend of 
the idea that the War Office were at one 
moment keeping 90,000 men at home 
who were unfit to go abroad. The idea 
is founded on what has been said by 


F 


service. 
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Lord Lansdowne, but that is an entire 
delusion and misconception of what was 
said. What Lord Lansdowne said was 


that the 90,000 men who had not left the | 


country were not to be regarded as 
equivalent to three army corps, because 
they consisted largely of men who had 
just joined. As a matter of fact, out of 
the whole 90,000 only 40,000 remained 
in this country who had not gone abroad 
four months afterwards. On the main 
question which the hon. Gentleman has 
raised I have this to say. I think that 
the calculation to which reference has 
been made, that we are short of about 
80,000 or 100,000 men, is enormously 
inerror. I certainly should be very sorry 
to stand here and admit that the Army 
is short of such a number. As to the 
actual effect of the campaign on the 
Army, it is very difficult for me, and, I 
should say, impossible for anyone. to 
speak with certainty. No doubt the 
war does cost us a large amount of invalid- 
ing, and therefore depletion of the Army ; 
but, on the other hand, it is to be re- 
membered that our recruiting up to now 
has shown no falling off. It is not a 
fact that we have raised an enormous 
number of men at a higher rate of pay ; 
the recruiting of men at the ordinary rate 
of pay has gone on,but not up to the record 
of last year, which was a year of great 
excitement and enthusiasm. Still, it is 
considerably above the level of any 
former year. I have only two further 
remarks to make. No one can possibly 
watch with more interest and concern 
the progress of recruiting than the 
Secretary of State for War. No man in 
this House can say with certainty what 
are the conditions which will bring us 
the full number of recruits we may desire 
in any year, and yet leave a surplus to 
turn away who may not be quite up to 
our standard. As to the question of pay, 
it must be remembered that when a 
man stands up at this box and offers an 
increase of pay that increase will remain 
the inheritance of the British Army 
for all time. Therefore it is absolutely 
essential that before we move in that 
direction, if we are to move at all, we 
should be most fully persuaded that 
what we propose will give us what we 
require. I think at this moment, when 
we have so large a body of men serving 
at increased rates of pay. and when the 
Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 
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actual depletion by the war is prodigious, 
we may well ask for the indulgence of 
the House before we attack a problem 
which has not arisen—namely, the de- 
pletion of our numbers—but I assure the 
House now, as I have done before, with 
the fullest sense of responsibility, that 


|the Government are prepared, if the 


necesssity arises, to submit such pro- 
posals as may be required to keep up 
the Army to the necessary standard. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
if the right hon. Gentleman could tell 
the Committee anything with respect 
to the action which was being taken as 
to officers’ expenses. wo years ago, 
in consequence of events in South Africa, 
the attention of the public was strongly 
directed to this question. This was a 
question on which they had promises 
from the predecessor of the noble Lord 
now Chief Secretary for Ireland. Was 
the War Office going to do anything to 
remedy the evil, or had the question sunk 
into oblivion, though admitted to be an 
evil some two years ago ? 


Lorp STANLEY: My right hon. 
friend promised that this question should 
be looked into. He has appointed a 
small Committee, of which I am chair- 
man, with a very wide reference, to look 
into the matter and to make recommen- 
dations which wil! be brought before the 
House. We have had one meeting 
already, but for various reasons we 
have had to adjourn, and will not sit 
for some time. We do not lose very 
much time by not sitting now, for very 
many people who could give excellent 
advice are away in South Africa, and 
little could be done. I cannot say that 
we shall be able to place proposals 
before Parliament when it meets next 
year, but I hope we shall be able to do so. 


*Mr. WEIR said it was hardly fair that 
the Secretary of State for War should 
swing the sledge hammer around him 
and then beat an ignominious retreat. 
The hon. Member for South Donegal 
and himself had been twitted for 
asking questions. Why had he to 
ask so many questions? Let the 
Lord the Financial Secretary 
Office consider how he 


noble 
to the War 








16: 


ans 
shi 
to 
he 
a 
ans 
Th 
tar. 
jour 
the 
by 
alte 
per 
inte 
put 
wol 
atte 
Lev 
Hig 
for 
wel 
Reg 
bro 
eml 
For 
stea 
but 
Mac 
date 
and 
One 
mer 
kine 
wer 
expr 
Wh 
Mae 


fb 
SUI 
E.) : 
at | 
hon 
else 
a cc 
any 
erro 
man 
com 
can 
may 
Vote 
Vote 
the 
Vote 
view 
Benc 
mov 








164 


us, 
- of 
lem 
de- 
the 
‘ith 
hat 
the 
TO- 


up 


ced 
tell 
ect 

as 
20, 
ica, 
gly 
sa 


ses 
ord 
Vas 
to 
ink 


an 


on. 
uld 
la 
v1T= 
10k 
en- 
the 
ing 
we 

sit 
ery 
ery 
ent 
ind 
hat 
‘als 
ext 

so. 


hat 
uld 


jm 


val 


for 


she 
ry 
he 











165 Supply— 


answered questions. Formerly his Lord- | 


ship was most courteous, but he seemed 


to be an entirely different man since’ 


he went on to the Treasury Bench as 
a War Office representative. His 
answers were frequently impertinent. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Secre-_ 
tary of State for Wor would like to| 


join some of his colleagues in taking away 
the privileges of Members of the House 
by sweeping questions off the Paper 
altogether. So long as Members were 
permitted to put questions, he for one 
intended to put them. If he were to 
put all the questions he might put, they 
would number fifty a day. 
attention to the case of 600 men of the 
Lewis section of the 3rd Seaforth 
Highlanders (Militia), who volunteered 
for service in South Africa, but who 
were sent to Egypt to liberate the 
Regulars there. These men on _ being 
brought back from Egypt were dis- 
embodied at Dingwall 
Fort George. There was no suitable 
steamer to take them to Stornoway ; 
but a small steamer was obtained from 
MacBrayne sufficient only to accommo- 
date 370 men. It was an open boat, 
and the weather was wet and stormy. 
One man died from exposure, and many 
men were invalided. If this was the 
kind of treatment which Volunteers 
were to receive, how could the country 
expect to get recruits for the Army ? 
Who paid for the steamer hired from 
MacBrayne ? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 


E.): I hope the Committee will not go) 
at length into the question which the) 


hon. Gentleman has raised. Whatever 


else may be said on this question, it is not | 


a contract made by the War Office. If 


any error has been made it is not the! 
error of the War Office or of the com- | 


{25 JuLy 1901} 


He drew | 


instead of | 
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| Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


| The right hon. Gentleman has appealed 
to me, and he indicates the course which 
we ought to pursue. It is not the interest 
of the Government, in one sense, that this 
debate should be continued, but surely 
the right hon. Gentleman should look 
to the business of the House being con- 
ducted in an orderly way. I understood 
that there are a number of matters to 
bring forward on this Vote of the Secre- 
tary of State's salary. This Vote gives 
the Committee the only opportunity we 
have of discussing a great many matters 
which could not be discussed in the early 
part of the session, and which really would 
go without consideration and without 
publicity altogether unless we have this 
discussion now ; and, much as may be 
the importance attached to the medical 
Vote, I should be sorry to see hon. Mem- 
bers deprived of this opportunity. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, I 
have not the slightest objection to the 
course which the right hon. Gentleman 
desires should be followed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said it was no fault of the 
Opposition that this Vote was not disposed 
of earlier in the evening. He understood 
from the ruling of the Deputy Chairman 
it would be impossible for them to discuss 
anything with relation to the conduct of 
the war. He did not propose to trans- 
gress that ruling, but he thought they 
had a right to complain of the absence of 
information as to what was transpiring 
in South Africa. It was not the fault of 
Lord Kitchener, and he could not believe 
that that general did not communicate 
to the War Office everything that trans- 
pired there. The authorities in Pall Mall 
must know what was happening, and the 
question was, Why was the information 
withheld from the public ? For example, 


manding officer, but of the shipping|the Standard that morning contained 
company. As this is the last night that | the report of the capture of a mail train 
can be given to Army Estimates, it| in Cape Colony, of which nothing had 
may be desirable now to pass from the| been issued by the War Office. Cases had 


Vote under discussion to the Medical 
Vote. I conceive that it is desirable in 
the general interest that the Medical 
Vote should be taken. If that is the 


occurred before in which the newspapers 
were ahead of the War Office in news. 
The country was still without full infor- 
mation as to what took place at Vlak- 


view endorsed on the Front Opposition | fontein. We were entitled to know what 
Bench, I should be prepared then to| was happening in South Africa. All we 


move the adjournment.’ 


| knew was that 250,000 men on our side 














167 Supply— 
and there could not 
Still 
end. 


were engaged there ; 
be more than 10.000 of the Boers. 
the war was not 
There must be 
information in the possession of the War 
Office which was withheld from the public. 
Moreover. there was picking and choc sing 
ol news on the part of the War Office. 
lor example, letters of Messrs. Steyn and 
Reitz which had been captured were 
promptly issued by the War Office in 
order to show the condition of the Boers. 


coming to an 


some reason, and some 


Why could we not know what was the 
condition ol our Again, 
the Secretary of State for War promused 


own. toree 
to procure more detailed information ot 
the Botha-Kitchener interview, but it was 
not forthcoming. Lord Kitchener's sum- 
marised telegrams still remained. showing 
that Botha was in May willing to sur- 
render under conditions less than inde- 
pendence. The Colonial Secretary had 
said that General Botha, in the interview, 
objected to Lord Milner. 
in the paper presented to the House. — It 
must have come in a communication 
from Lord Kitchener, and. if so, why had 
the House not had it ? How was it that 
this report had not been laid upon the 
Table of the House ? According to Lord 
Kitchener’s telegram, General Botha was 
satisfied with regard to the conditions 
laid down as to the government of the 
Transvaal. That construction had been 
challenged by hon. Members on the other 
side of the House ; but how was it that 
they had not received from Lord Kitchener 
a full account of the negotiations ? If the 
Government had received that fullaccount 
why did they not give the information 
to the country ? The curious thing was 
that the Government had published 
General Botha’s account of the interview, 
but that the report of their own general 
on the matter had been withheld from the 


That was not 


public? That was a very extraordinary | 


state of things. The right hon. Gentle- 


man had stated in the House that he was | 
despatch, | 


awaiting Lord Kitchener’s 
and that he had no doubt that Lord 


Kitchener would give full details of the | 


interview in that despatch. But the right 
hon. Gentleman had not published Lord 
Kitchener's despatch ; he said that Lord 
Kitchener had only confirmed what was 
in his telegram. 
the Irish benches: He will be asked to 
rewrite it.) It was quite clear, at any 


Mr, Lloyd-George. 


‘COMMONS} 


[An Hon. MEMBER on | 
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rate, from the discussions that had taken 
place that more information had been re- 
ceived by the Government which had not 
been made public. He would tell the 
Committee why. In the course of the 
discussion on the Botha negotiations the 
right hon. Gentleman said that General 
Botha had objected to Lord Milner. How 
did that not appear in the Papers laid 
before the House ? He could understand 
the Government withholding information 
which would be valuable to the Boers for 
military purposes, but what possible end 
could be served by concealing from the 
country all that had taken place between 
General Botha and Lord Kitchener ! 
There must have been some object, and 
he suggested that that object Wis to 
remove the responsibility which rested 
upon the Government of refusing to 
conclude a peace in March last upon 
terms which Lord Kitchener himself con- 
sidered satisfactory and ought to be 
adopted. There was no military reason 
for the concealment : 
was a purely political one. 
ment ought to send for tuil information, 
if they had not got it, as to what trans- 
pired on that oceasion. They had in a 
full narrative form an account of the 
interview between General Buller and 
General Botha’s brother : how was it that 
a similar report had not been published 
in regard to the interview between Lord 
Kitchener and General Botha ! 


the only reason 
The Govern- 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War had done him the 
honour in his absence of alluding to a 
question he had put to him. Any 
personal attack made on himself by the 
right hon. Gentleman in his individual 
capacity he would pass over with silence 
and contempt ; and he attributed to 
anything the right hon. Gentleman had 
said the slightest importance consistent 
with Parliamentary courtesy. As the 
right hon. Gentleman had ventured to 
‘criticise him in the exercise of a Parlia- 
mentary right, he would show the object 
and good of his questions. He had again 
and again said that throughout the 
campaign there had been shown a 
lamentable disregard of the sufferings 
'of the poor private soldiers who were 
| doing their duty, and a desire to protect 
| the interests of the richer classes. [Cries 
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of * Oh, oh!’’] That was a very serious 
allegation. So recently as the 27th 
June he asked the right hon. Gentleman 
the following question— 

“Whether he can state what particulars, if 

any, has the War Office received of the attack 
on the convoy between Bethel and Standerton, 
when an officer of the Munsters and tive men 
were killed and upwards of twenty were 
wounded ; and what explanation, if any, has 
the War Office to give for the publication of 
the statement of the casualties wiihout any 
details of the engagement.” 
That brilliant statesman the right hon. 
the Secretary for War, with that * for- 
cible-teeble © style of his—[Cries otf ** Oh, 
oh!’ |—he must characterise the right 
hon. Gentleman's stvyle—replied that no 
further information as to the engage- 
ment had been received from South 
Africa, and that it appeared to him to 
have been a small skirmish, in which only 
six men had been killed and twenty 
wounded. He went on to say that if 
Lord Kitchener had attached any im- 
portance to it he would have sent details. 
Lord Kitchener, he contended, did not 
seem to attach much importance to 
humanlite. [Cries of * Oh, oh!“ With- 
draw!” and ** Mahdi’s head !"’} 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said there 


could be no discussion on that point. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that he 
was afraid that the Deputy Chairman 
was going to ask him to withdraw his 
statement in regard to Lord Kitchener, 
but, if he had done so,he would not have 
withdrawn that statement. He would 
come to another matter. The noble 
Lord the Financial Secretary to the War 
Ottice and he had always been on the 
best personal terms during his Parlia- 
mentary life. They were so still, so far 
as he was aware. A few days ago he 
had put down a question to the Secretary 
of State for War, which was answered | 
by the noble Lord. He thought that the | 
Cabinet Minister in charge should Sate 
done him the honour, and the country 
at large the honour, of answering that 
question. He noticed, however, that 
when a question was asked in reference 
tothe conduct of the war it was answered 
not by the Minister, but by the Secretary 
to the Minister who had left this House 
to be the chief ministerial press censor 
in South Africa, evidently for political 
purposes. 





{25 Jun 


‘to their questions. 
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Lorp STANLEY said that every single 
answer to questions which he had given 
had been written out for him by the 
Secretary of State for War. 


Army Estimates. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that that 
was very charming, but the Secretary of 
State for War could not have written 
out the answers to the supplementary 
questions he had asked. He had asked 
another question dealing with the mili- 
tary government of Johannesburg— 
whether the military governor had given 
special facilities tothe Banking Company 
of Africa immediately after the occupa- 
tion of Johannesburg, by ordering that 
all the drafts of that company were to 
bereceived as legal tender instead of gold. 
The noble Lord had said that he did not 
know anything about it, and that there 
had been an unfortunate omission on 
the part of the War Office —— 


Mr. BRODRICK : Will the hon. Mem- 


ber read my answer in full ? 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he would 
not; he did not want to exercise his 
temper anylonger. He should, however, 
tell the right hon. Gentleman the reason 
which actuated the military authorities 
in giving special facilities to the African 
Bank ; it was that the Gentleman who 
was Financial Secretary to tlre Treasury 
was a director of that bank. He had 
only to turn to the answers given to 
questions given that afternoon by the 
right hon. Gentleman as a specimen of 
the style of the big strong man who was 
to save this decaying Empire. He often 
amused his friends on these benches by 
telling them beforehand what the answer 
of the right hon. Gentleman would be 
( [An Hon. MEMBBR 
on the Ministerial Benches: Why do 
you ask them ?] Because he wanted to 
let the British public know what was 
going on. He believed that the intelli- 
gence of the British public was stronger 
than that of some hon. Gentlemen on 
the Government benches. When he 
asked questions, the answer generally 
was, ‘ We have no official information.” 
Again, when he had asked a question in 
regard to Lord Roberts, it was said in 
reply that Lord Roberts had so much to 
do, that he had given away so many war 
medals, that he had given so many 
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posts to the nobility, that his Lordship | Kimberley, were passed over. It wag 
had no time to devote to these trivial | that the Government had to conciliate 
matters. He would come now toa more Rhodes and his creatures. Was it not 
serious matter. In hisearly days he had a fact which the right hon. Gentleman 
practised in the county courts of Ireland, dare not deny, that Colonel Kekewich, 
and he knew the art of evasion perfectly. | who conducted the siege of Kimberley 
He had asked the right hon. Gentleman with conspicuous ability, and who was 
that afternoon this question: ‘ What | only the son of a judge, had to exercise 
explanation, if any, the War Office has to his right against the gold-bugs and 
give of the fact that, while two clerks in diamond merchants in Kimberley as 
the De Beers Company, the one a cyclist | military commander, and did not Mr, 
and the other employed throughout the Cecil Rhodes, when General French 
siege of Kimberley in a clerical capacity, relieved Kimberley, order Colonel Keke- 
have obtained the Distinguished Service wich out of his room ? 
Order, two officers of distinguished merit, 
the one a holder of the Victoria Cross, THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 
have been passed over, although men-j order! The hon. Gentieman, under 
tioned in Colonel Kekewich’s despatches | cover of discussing an answer to a ques- 
for conspicuous ability and gallantry tion is raising matters which are not 
during the siege of Kimberley?” He relevant under this Vote. It has 
had also asked the right hon. Gentleman been ruled from the Chair that the 
this other question: “‘ Whether he can answers of Ministers cannot be discussed 
explain why Colonel Kekewich, who was on Supply unless they are relevant to the 
in command at the siege of Kimberley, Vote itself. 
was not consulted as to the way in which 
rewards should be distributed to those Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: This is 
whom he had brought under the notice peleyant to the Vote under discussion. 
of the Commander-in-Chief ?”’ The right 
1 « ” ; .Y . > « 

hon. Gentleman repliedthat he had no Tue DEPUTY CHAIKMAN : I have 
information. tee 

ruled that it is not relevant, and I must 
ask the hon. Member to obey my ruling. 


no 


Mr. BRODRICK: I beg pardon. I 


had plenty of information, but I said that ; } on 

I had none to communicate to the right Mr. SW IFT MacNEILL said he failed 
hon. Gentleman. [Laughter.] to see, if his point was not relevant, the 
pertinence of anything. His contention 
was that questions were answered in a 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Those laugh way they ought not to be. 


best who laugh last. These things were | 
stereotyped in his mind. This was an | , a fe 
object lesson in the right hon. Gentle-| THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
man’s method of answer. In reply to | hon. Gentleman must confine himselt to 
both of his questions the right hon. | the administrative acts of the Minister. 


Gentleman said he had no information. | 
He had asked him again why the right} Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said if the 
hon. Gentleman had no information in re-| Chairman would not permit him to 
gard to his second question, and the reply | continue he would be glad to bring his 
was that he had not seen Lord Roberts, | remarks to a conclusion. But he would 
but that he knew Lord Roberts's motives, | say that during the fifteen years he had 
although he would not explain them. | been in the House he had never seen the 
He (Mr. MacNeill) would give the reason | evasion of questions carried to such an 
why two attachés of the Kimberley | extent. He never saw in any office less 
Diamond Mines were promoted to the | inclination to answer any questions than 
Distinguished Service Order, and two | that exhibited by the right hon. Gentle- 
gallant gentlemen, one of whom had| man. 

been recommended for the Victoria 
Cross, and both of whom had beenmen-| THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
tioned in despatches for conspicuous | hon. Gentleman is-repeating his original 
ability and gallantry during the siege of | offence. 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL said he hoped 
the public would appreciate his position, 
and he was sure that the attitude of the 
right hon. Gentleman would not raise 
him in the admiration of the Empire. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
ita great pity that a personal turn should 
have been given to the debate. He asso- 
ciated himself with the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon in asking the Secretary for 
War to give the House and the country 
a little more information as to what 
was going on in South Africa. First, on 
the grounds of humanity. There was 
the sad event in which an hon. Member 
with whom they all sympathised, who 
had lost his son in an engagement four 
days ago, and which had only been 
reported that afternoon. The War Office 
either had or had not got the information, 
and if they had the information they 
ought to have published it. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for War 
ought to give instructions that fuller 
information should be sent by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief in South Africa as to 
the conduct of the operations. In the 
second place, more information ought to 
be given on the grounds of policy. The 
Government could not carry on the war 
without the support of the House of 
Commons. The right hon. Gentleman 
might think that he had the support of 
his own side, but there was not the same 
intelligence given, certainly not the 
details of what was going on, as was 
afforded a year ago. He believed that 
the war might have been ended long ago, 
if a proper use had been made of the 
negotiations with General Botha in Feb- 
ruary last ; and there was a very strong 
feeling in the country that these negotia- 
tions had gone further than we yet knew 
ot. 


Mr. BRODRICK said hon. Members 


were entirely wrong in supposing that the 


Government were to blame, in any sense | 


of the word, for not publishing a larger 
amount of information as to the military 
operations. Allusion had been 
to the unfortunate loss that had fallen 


on a Member of the House, the Member | 


for Wandsworth, in the death of his son. 


He believed the news was wrongly | 


transmitted by the telegraph in the| 
first instance. 
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that telegrams in the newspapers 
rather highly coloured accounts of 


skirmishes which did not seem sufficiently 
important to the generals commanding 
| the columns all over the country to be 
deemed worthy of instant notice, and, 
moreover, the columns often did not 
touch the telegraph for many days. He 
was sorry to hear the hon. Member for 
South Donegalstate that Lord Kitchener's 
information was not to be relied upon. 
Suggestions of that kind were undesirable 
and unworthy. The Government had 
given to the House on every occasion all 
the information that reached them except 
only as to the movement of columns to 
a particular objective. In regard to the 
negotiations with Botha, it was clear from 
the captured documents that President 
Steyn would not consent to any terms 
short of independence. That Lord ° 
Kitchener would never have proposed, 
and His Majesty’s Government would 
never offer. As a matter of fact, if the 
Government had received a despatch from 
Lord Kitchener on that subject they 
should have published it, but the 
despatches they received dealt only with 
the military operations, and not with 
those particular negotiations. He could 
assure the hon. Member that if he saw all 
the documents received by the War 
Office he would agree that the country 
was given a true and accurate account 
of the proceedings in South Africa. 


*Mr. WEIR: I am not content with 
the reply of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He knows nothing at all about it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The First Lord of 
the Treasury has explained to the hon. 
Gentleman. 


*Mr. WEIR: He knows nothing about 

it. Can the right hon. Gentleman in- 
form me who is responsible for the 
arrangement by which these 600 patriotic 
Lewis men who volunteered for service in 
South Africa and were embodied at Fort 
George were not disembodied there. 
and who made the arrangement for a 
steamer to take them from Kyle to 
Stornoway? This is a very serious 
matter, and will be detrimental to re- 
| cruiting. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he under- 


It should be remembered | stood that the Secretary of State for War 
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had represented him as describing Lord 
Kitchener’s despatches as untrue and 
unreliable. What he had complained 
of was that the War Office did not 
give the full despatches. What he said 
was that Lord Kitchener had shown a 
lamentable indifference to human 
suffering. 

Lorp STANLEY: From what the 
hon. Member for Ross-shire has said, 
it would look as if a slight had 
put upon the Militia, but such is 
not the case. When a regiment at 
the end of its training is disembodied 
the members become private individuals 
on obtaining their passes. These men 
have always been disembodied at Ding- 
wall and given their passes for the island 
ot Lewis, and they have gone by whatever 
boat they wished. On this occasion the 
Provost of Stornoway suggested that 
they should all come at one and the same 
time,so as to meet with a public reception. 
That was not the province of the com- 
manding officer, but he arranged for a 
boat to take the whole of the men. After 
the men were in the train and had 
actually started he found that the owners 
of the boat had substituted a smaller boat. 
He was unable to do anything which 
would meet the demand for accommoda- 
tion by the remainder of the men. It is 
a matter of very great regret that it 
should have been so, but I cannot allow 
any blame to rest with the officer com- 
manding, who, outside of his real pro- 
vince and real work, did his best to 
forward the wish of the Provost of Storno 
way. He was defeated in his efforts by 
another ship having been substituted for 
the one ordered. 


been 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northa mpton 
said this was unquestionably a most 
important Vote, considering the vast 
amount of money which was being spent 
on the war now going on in South Africa. 
There had been exceedingly few occasions 
on which they could discuss the war 
during the present session. A motion 
had been made to reduce the salary of the 
Secretary of State for War by £100. He 
would certainly vote in favour of that 
reduction. He did so, firstly, on the 
general ground that if any Member on 
the Opposition side of the House proposed 
a reduction of the salary of any Minister 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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in the present Cabinet he should always 
vote for it, because he regarded those 
gentlemen as responsible tor the war, 
and he regarded them also as responsible 
for the war having gone on so long, 
During the great Napoleonic war 
Ministers subscribed a very large amount 
of their salaries to the public service. and 
it seemed to him that when the present 
Ministers were habitually calling their 
opponent: traitors and heaven 
what, and boasting and swaggering of 
being great patriots, the best thing they 
could do would be to follow that exan le. 


knows 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN. That 
does not come under this Vote. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE said that another 


reason why he would vote tor the Ame nd- 
ment of his hon. friend was that the right 
hon. Gentleman had come forward with 
a scheme tor the 
Army. He was not a military ma 
not even a captain of Volunteers— but so 
‘ould gather trom thi 


Members there was a general 


reorganisation ot the 
far as he eryice 


CONSENSUS 


of opinion on their part that more 
thoroughly bad scheme was never pre- 
sented to thre House of Commons Ile 


understood that it would cost £4.500,000, 
fAn Hon. Member: Not so much.| He 
had always observed that when a Minister 
said au scheme would cOst so much money 


he had in view the ease of Uganda 


that Minister proposed it i sort of 
homoropathic wil, and induced the 
House aot (‘ommons to accept it. He 


would ouarantee that this reorganisation 
scheme would cost more than £2,000, 000. 
Another 
reduction was that. while they could not 
discuss under this Vote what had taken 
place in South Africa, they could discuss 
the action of the right hon. Gentleman 
who was responsible to the House ot 
Commons. It sometimes happened thiat 
they were baulked in their desire to 
discuss the Estimates owing to the closure 
being put on, but the closure would not 
be put on that night. Hon. Gentlemen 
who cried ‘ Divide” might 
carry out their natural wishes and 
go home to bed: but Members on 
that side claimed the right to speak 
fully on this question. He thought 
that, considering the anxiety which 


reason Why he supported the 


opposite 
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existed in the country, the right hon. 
Gentleman should urge the Commander- 
in-Chief to give fuller information as to 
what was going on at the seat of war. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
correspondents were able to telegraph in 
regard to a particular fight or battle, but 
that the Commander-in-Chief was not 
able to do the same. Surely the Com- 
mander-in-Chief might send some officer 
with a despatch to the nearest telegraph 
office. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
really mean to say that if an engagement 
had taken place in which twenty or 
thirty men had been killed or wounded, 
we, in ,this country, were to know of it 
from the correspondents before the Com- 
mander-in-Chief knew it himself? And 
yet that was the defence of the right hon. 
Gentleman. All they asked was that the 
right hon. Gentleman should say to Lord 
Kitchener that we in this country were 
anxious to know what was going on in 
South Africa, and desire him, if he would 
be so good, as to send fuller telegrams. 
As to the negotiations with Botha, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that these 
might interest history but not interest 
us ; but why did not Lord Kitchener send 
a despatch in regard to the negotiations 
with General Botha ? In all probability 
it was that the Colonial Secretary had 
telegraphed to Lord Kitchener that his 
negotiations with General Botha were 
preposterous, and that Lord Kitchener 
was offended and would not send any- 
thing further to the Government. 
[Laughter.] The hon. Gentleman who 
laughed might like to think these pro- 
posals preposterous, but he could not 
believe that the Commander-in-Chiet 
would be of the same opinion. He 
wanted to know two things. In the 
fisrt place, could the right hon. Gentle- 
man state what was the position of Lord 
Kitchener in regard to peace negotiations? 
Did he gather that Lord Kitchener could 
not enter into negotiations and discuss 
matters with General Botha, if General 
Botha proposed it? That was most 
important, because the session was very 
nearly at an end, and before the House 
separated they should clearly know from 
the right hon. Gentleman what were the 
powers, if any, in the hands of Lord 
Kitchener. The right hon. Gentleman 


had said that from the correspondence 
of Mr. Steyn and Mr. Reitz it was evident 
VOL. XCVIIL. 
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that they would not come within the 
area of the British Empire. He did not 
read the correspondence so. These 
Gentlemen had said that they would not 
submit unless with independence ; but 
he could understand a certain indepen- 
dence within the area of the British Em- 
pire. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said the 
hon. Gentleman could not argue on that 
line under this Vote. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he would 
ask whether the right hon. Gentleman 
meant distinctly that the Government 
would not give that independence which 
Canada possessed if the Orange River 
Colony and the Transvaal entered within 
the area of the British Empire. He also 
wanted some information in regard to 
the Committee of Ladies which the right 
hon. Gentleman was sending out to 
South Africa, which was not an act of 
Lord Kitchener’s, but of the right hon. 
Gentleman himself. The leading lady 
was a most able and respected lady, but 
she had written articles in which she had 
shown herself a bitter partisan of His 
Majesty’s Government. ‘The other ladies 
he did not know, but they were repre- 
sentatives of high Conservative families. 
Then there was one who was an inspector 
of factories. He suggested that the right 
hon. Gentleman should agree to appoint 
a lady from the Committee represented 
by Miss Hobhouse. [Cries of ‘ Oh, 
oh.”] What they wanted was a fair 
investigation. Nobody had questioned 
for a moment the facts stated by Miss 
Hobhouse. [Cries of ‘‘ Oh, oh.”] Some 
Gentlemen sneered at that, but he asked 
them to get up and challenge any of 
Miss Hobhouse‘s statements. He was 
sure the right hon. Gentleman wished 
to be fair, and he thought it would be 
most desirable for him to appoint some 
lady from Miss Hobhouse’s committee. 
[Cries of “ Oh, oh.”’] The right hon. 
Gentleman had given a Return of the 
number of men, women, and children 
who had died in the various refugee 
camps, and it seemed that there was some- 
thing wrong as to the condition of the 
children in these camps. The right hon, 
Gentleman had stated that in the Trans- 
vaal in the month of July there was an 
epidemic of measles, but everyone knew 
that measles was not a serious disease— 





G 
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[Cries of “ Oh, oh ”]—provided proper 


care was taken. He remembered that 
when he had spoken of these deaths 
before, the right hon. Gentleman had said 
that there were alarge number of negroes 
in the camp. His notion was that the 
right hon. Gentleman‘s intention was to 
convey that the deaths were among the 
negroes. The return showed that the 
deaths of whites in the camp numbered 
777 out of 85,000, but there was not one 
death out of the 23,489 negroes. He 
thought some explanation should be 
given by the right hon. Gentleman on 
that matter. Did the right hon. Gentle- 
man mean that there would be no return 
of the deaths of blacks, or that the officials 
did not know how many blacks had died? 
What they wanted to know was the 
total number of deaths amongst blacks 
and whites in the various camps. 


Adjournment of 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.) said 
that the Government ought to give the 
fullest information as to the condition 
of the women and children confined in 
these hells upon earth—the concentra- 
tion camps. When the War Office 
adopted the system of concentration 
camps they accepted an awful responsi- 
bility both before God and man. It 
seemed that all questions of inquiry in 
regard to the camps were to be depre- 
cated, and all demands for information 
were to be deemed traitorous. The 
Intelligence Department of the Army 
was a byword and a focus of contempt. 
The war in South Africa had been cruel 
and costly, and there had been awful 
blunders committed at the beginning 
of the campaign. Did the War Office 
imagine that the Boers, instead of being 
armed with Mauser rifles, were armed 
with sporting guns? The responsibility 


for the disasters which had occurred 
seemed to be equally divided — be- 
tween the War Office and the 
Colonial Office, and, forsooth, at 


a time like this they were to ask no 
more questions than at a time when the 
whole Empire was at peace. ;The position 
would be farcical if it were not for the 
terribly serious nature of the business. 
The right hon. Gentleman complained 
of the amount of work put upon the 
subordinate clerks at the War Oftice 
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this most awful war. He _ protested 
against the scheme being carried through 
at a time of panic, and,deprecated the 
enormous increase in the cost of the 
Army which this scheme would involve, 
They should rather have turned their at- 
tention to the strengthening of the Navy, 
as the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean had often said, 
What amount,of military opinion in the 
country was in favour,of the Army 
reorganisation scheme ! ‘The most com- 
petent military authorities had torn it to 
shreds and atoms as a thing thoroughly 
impracticable. How were they to get 
the men unless they were willing to pay 
the ordinary soldier more than 1s. per 
day ? What experience had the right 
hon. Gentleman of war! Had he ever 
seen a shot fired? Did he know a rifle 
from a fowling piece? In order to mark 
in a proper sense their condemnation 
of the inefficiency of this blundering 
Department the salary of the Secretary 
of State ought to be reduced £4,000, 
Why was Miss Hobhouse not invited to 
join the Committee of ladies to be sent 
out to South Africa ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said it was perfectly evident if the 
Government persisted in taking the Vote 
that night the Committee would have to 
sit a considerable time, because there 
were a number of hon. Members who 


the House. 





desired to say something upon it. He 
would suggest that the most convenient 
course for the Government was that they 
should now consent to bring the proceed- 
ings to an end. He begged to move 
toreport progress. 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again to-morrow. 


SOLICITORS BILL [Lords]. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
[Lords]. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged; Bill withdrawn. 





| In pursuance of the Order of the 
| House of the 22nd day of this instant 
| July, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 


Tbe Abe 
and simultaneously he brought forward | without question put. 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
One of the clock. 


athuge scheme for the reorganisation of 
the Army when their hands were full of 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


25. Pier and MHarbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

26. Naval Works (Provisional Order). 

27. Dundee Corporation Order Con- 
firmation. 

28. Invergarry and Fort Augustus 
Railway Order Confirmation. 

29. Glasgow Corporation (Police) Pro- 


Friday, 26th July, 1901. 











ROYAL ASSENT. 


~ | 


COMMISSION. | visional Order Confirmation. 
The following Bills received the Royal} 30. Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1). 
Assent :-— | 31. Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2). 


32. Clydebank Burgh Tramways 
Order Confirmation. 

33. Edinburgh and District Water 
| Order Confirmation. 


i. Finance. | 
. Isolation Hospitals. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Order | 


- (No. 1). : Al 
4. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | 34. Prestatyn Water. 
(No. 5). | 35. Poulton-le-Fylde Gas. 
. Ve eas +s | 36. Dorking Gas. 
> ting & 
‘ ig Lighting Provisional Orders 37. Notting Hill Electric Lighting. 
6. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | 38. Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban 
(No. 10). | District Gas. 
39. Derwent Valley Water Board. 


7. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- | 
visional Order (No. 3). | 

8. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- | 
visional Order (No. 4). | 

9. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- | 
visional Orders (No. 5). 

10. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- | 
visional Orders (Housing of Working | 
Classes). 


40. Petersfield and Selsey Gas. 

41. Richmond Gas. 

42. Tendring Hundred Water. 

43. Burgess Hill Water. 

44. Kettering Urban District Water. 

45. Winsford Urban District (Gas 
Transfer, etc.). 

= London County Council (Money). 


: G t (Ireland) P . Cowes Ferry. ; 
‘ Fee geo ag one aly pe , ae Pembroke Urban District Council 
Classes) (No. 2). ig (County of Dublin). 


12. Local Government Provisional, 49. Great Eastern Railway. 
Orders (No. 4). 50. Newry Port and Harbour Trust. 


13. Local Government Provisional, 1: Tees Valley Water Board. 
Orders (No. 5). 52. Faversham Water. 


: 1 iat 53. Bristol Corporation Cemetery. 
lees Thee. “a eee | 54. King’s Norton and Northfield 
Provisional — District Tramways. 

Orders (No. 8). Llandrindod Wells Urban District 
16. Local Government Provisional Counel Water. 

Orders (No. 9). 56. Mansfield Corporation. _ 

: 57. Aire and Calder Navigation. 
58. South-Western and Isle of Wight 

Junction Railway. 

59. Stroud Gas. 

60. Barry Railway. 

61. Handsworth Urban District Coun- 


15. Local Government 


17. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 10). 

18. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 12). 

19. Local Government Provisional | | 
Orders (Housing of Working Classes). 
20. Gas and Water Orders Confirma-| cl. cil. 





62. Bexley Tramways. 


tion. 
21. Gas Orders Confirmation. | 63. Cleveland and Durham County 
22. Metropolitan Police Provisional | Electric Power. 

Order. | 64. Dublin Corporation (Markets, 
23. Military Lands Provisional Orders | etc.). 

(No. 2). 65. Great Central Railway. 


24. Ayr County Buildings Provisional | 66. Lancashire and Yorkshire Rail- 
Order Confirmation. | way (Various Powers). 
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67. Sheffield Corporation. 

68. Bideford and Clovelly Railway 
(Abandonment). 

69. Chesterfield Improvement. 

70. London, Brighton, and South 
Coast Railway. 

71. Aldershot Gas and Water. 

72. Bury Corporation. 

73. Wisbech Water. 

74. Tottenham and Hampstead Junc- 
tion Railway. 

75. Yorkshire Electric Power. 

76. Lynton and Barnstaple Railway. 

77. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway (New Ross and Waterford Ex- 
tension). 

78. Bingley Urban District Council. 

79. Caledonian Railway. 

80. Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire 
Electric Power. 

81. Eccles Corporation. 

82. Great Western Railway. 

83. Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation. 

84. Swanage Gas and Water. 

85. St. Bartholomew’s Hospital. 

86. Torrington and Okehampton Rail- 
way. 

87. Blackpool Improvement. 

88. Burton-upon-Trent Corporation. 

89. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Dearne Valley Junction Railways). 

90. Metropolitan Railway. 

91. Metropolitan Water 
(Amendment of Acts). 

92. Belfast Harbour. 

93. Dover Gas. 

94. Bolton Corporation. 

95. ShannonWater and Electric Power. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
ETC., BILL {z.1.]. 
Commons’ Amendments considered 


and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 


{LORDS} 


Companies | 





RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BI 


L. 
BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL- 


Read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 





NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


ELLAND GAS BILL. 

Returned from the Commons, agreed 

‘to, with Amendments. 
LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [u.1.]. 

WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [a.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons, agreed’ 
| to, with Amendments: the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 





LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 

The King’s consent signified ; and 
| Bill reported from the Select Committee, 
| with Amendments. 


| BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 


DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Viscount Falkland and 
the Lord Stanmore be proposed to the 
House as members of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Earl of Ilchester and the Viscount 
Clancarty.—(E. Clancarty.) 


Read, and agreed to. 


| PAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ORDER 


CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.} 

Read 2% (according to Order), and 

(pursuant to the Private Legislation 

Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed 

to have been reported from the Com- 

mittee ; Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday 
next. 





Reported from the Select Committee 
without amendment, 


? 


and committed 


to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Monday next. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (PORT) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without amend- 
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185 The King’s Declaration 


ment: Standing Committee negatived ;| NAVY—ENGINE-ROOM ARTIFICERS. 
and Bill to be read 34 on Monday next. Lorp MUSKERRY : My Lords, I beg 
|to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL whether the Department will consider 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 'the case of engine-room artificers in 
Moved, That the Order made on the torpedo depots not being allowed to count 
21st March last, “That no provisional sea time, while those in torpedo boats 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from who live on shore and very rarely go to 
the House of Commons shall be read_ sea are allowed to count sea time. 
a second time after the 27th day of June | 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the) THE FIRST LORD oF tHe ADMI- 
Bill be now read 2%; agreed to; Bill) RALTY (The Earl of Setsorne): The 
read 24 accordingly, and committed to sea time referred to appears to be that 
a Committee of the Whole House on/ necessary for engine-room artificers, 
Monday next. | before they are eligible for advancement 
to chief engine-room artificer. The regu- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | /ations require five years actually afloat. 
ORDER (No. 11) BILL. The term afloat has been laid down as 


Read 3 (according to Order), and service in a commissioned sea-going 
passed. | vessel, and has been extended to service 
'in torpedo boats and torpedo boat 
|destroyers which are employed for 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | instructional purposes, as these afford 

| many opportunities of obtaining experi- 

' Be sks rene /ence in the working of marine engines. 
WIDOWS ae aaa SOLDIERS | Service in torpedo depots cannot be con- 
‘i z us sidered in any sense as service afloat, and 


Report from the Joint Committee ‘does not afford the experience required. 
(with the proceedings of the Committee) 


made, and to be printed; Minutes of likin: acai: ila iii sail. ‘ai lala 
evidence, together with an appendix, NG’S DECLAR¢ N AGAINST 
laid upon the Table, and to be delivered | sipicntdalip agate eigiat in 

out. (No. 180.) | Lorp KINNAIRD: My Lords, on 
| Tuceday last the noble Marquess the 
COLONIES. | Prime Minister referred to certain very 


( eteealien: vidiaa we th | important communications which had 
( é . 2 ° ‘ 
pee ce retaung to the Ppro-| been received from the colonies on the 


am ramet the Royal style and | subject of the King’s Declaration. I 


| think it would be interesting to know, 
| not only those who petitioned in favour 

COLONIES (ANNUAL). | of the change in the Declaration, but 
No. 327. Bahamas (Report for 1900). | also those who objected to it. I there- 
| fore beg to move the motion standing in 
| my name. 


{26 JuLY 1901} «aguinst Transubstantiation. 186 


EXPLOSIVES. 
Twenty-fifth Annual Report of His | Moved, That there be laid before this 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives, being | House a Return of all petitions, resolu- 
their annual report for the year 1900. _| tions, or protests of any kind received 
| by Lord Salisbury or the Government, 
ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). | either advocating a change or objecting 
Annual return of the Volunteer | a KA a Sot — ma ag ee 
Corps of Great Britain, for the year 1900. | ee er 
| THE Marquess or SALISBURY: My 

TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | Lords, I shall be very happy to lay upon 
No. 2669. Roumania. |the Table of the House the Papers to 

| which I referred the other night, and 

Presented (by command), and ordered | which, I suppose, have induced the noble 
to lie on the Table. | Lord to make the motion he has done. 


| H2 
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If he asks me to lay on the Table every 
communication which I have received 
from anybody on the subject of the 


Royal Declaration, I should rather demur | 


to printing a great deal of very worthless 


matter which would give no advantage | 


and no edification to any person who read 


it. The Papers I referred to were petitions | 


from Malta, Mauritius, and Canada, and 


those I will duly lay on the Table of the | 


House. 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: I should like to! 


ask the noble Marquess whether there 


{LORDS} 


would be any objection to stating the, 


number of communications he or the 
Government have received. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
will try and find out, but I have not 
attached sufficient importance to them 
to regard them very carefully. 


drawn. 








Bill. 188 


| they were all of opinion that a change 
‘in this respect was desirable, and they re- 
ceived the proposal with great favour. | 
| do not know that, as tothe precise details 
| of the title, each of them returned exactly 
the same answer, but there was no differ- 
ence of substance, no difference of 
opinion, on which it is desirable we 
should dwell; and it was resolved to 
bring in a Bill which should leave it for 
the decision of His Majesty himself what 
style and title he should wear. The Bill 
will only proceed so far as to enact that 
it shall be lawful for His Most Gracious 
| Majesty, with a view to the recognition 
}of His Majesty’s dominions beyond the 
jseas, by his Royal Proclamation 
‘under the Great Seal of the United 
Kingdom, issued within six months 
after the passing of this Act, to make 
'such addition to the style and titles at 


|present appertaining to the Imperial 
; _, |Crown of the United Kingdom and 
Motion, by leave of the House, with- | dependencies as to His Majesty may seem 


fit. I understand, though I do not wish 


| to state this officially, that the title which 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: I) he will probably assume is that of— 


stated the other night, in answer to a 
question, that I proposed to take the 
Committee stage of the Declaration Bill 
on Tuesday next. Having 
publicly, I think it right that I should 
state that the Archbishop of Canterbury 
is very anxious that it should be delayed 
for two days, as he is particularly desirous 
of taking part in the debate. I have, 
therefore, fixed the Committee stage for 
Thursday. 


ROYAL TITLES BILL [n.1.]. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Sa.is- 
BuRY): My Lords, 1 have to move the 
First Reading of a highly important 
Bill as regards its subject, though not 
one that, I think, will create much con- 
troversy among your Lordships. It is 
to enable the Sovereign to alter the style 
and title underwhich he wears the Crown. 
It seemed that the commencement of a 
new reign was a fitting opportunity for 
making the style and title of the 
Sovereign correspond more nearly tc the 
enormous increase of the Empire which 
has taken place in the reign that has just 
recently terminated. Consulting the 
colonies on this point, it was found that 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 





“Edward VII., by the Grace of God, 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 


said that | and Ireland, and of all the British 


dominions beyond the seas, King, De- 
fender of the Faith, Emperor of India.” 


/There is no fear now that any such 


change will be met with doubt or with 
aversion. I can remember when, in 
1876, the proposal for the title of Empress 
of India was made, it created some little 
consternation. So calm and judicious 
a man as the late William Forster 
earnestly exhorted me against it then, 
and told me he was convinced that 
any alteration in the Royal style 
would destroy the prestige of the 
Royal dignity and _ seriously affect 
the relations of the people to the 
Crown ; and I think that a belief of that 
kind was pretty generally entertained 
in London, but in London only. After a 
very short time it was seen that such an 
assertion of the Empire of the Queen 
corresponded with the wishes and aspira- 
tions of the people, and was accepted 
with great enthusiasm. I am_ sure 
that this change will be one which every- 
one will recognise as required by the 
far greater scope, extent, and grandeur 
of the great Empire to which His Majesty 
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has succeeded. I beg to move that this|that on a future occasion, but I may 
Bill be read the first time. |take a different view on hearing the 
; _ | reasons for it. But at present it does 

A Bill to enable His Most Gracious | seem to me enn strange and 
Majesty to make an addition to the Royal | anomalous that the actual title should 
style and titles in recognition of His | not be included in the Act of Parliament. 
Majesty’s dominions beyond the seas—| I have thought it only right to say these 
presented by the Lord Privy Seal (/. | few words, but I need hardly assure the 
Salisbury). | noble Marquess and the House that we 
shall treat this subject with all the - 

Moved, That the Bill be now read 1°—/ sideration that ry due to it, sat E 
(The Marquess of Salisbury). pores hope and believe that the 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, 1 solution proposed will meet with ap- 
imagine that the proper time for any proval and satisfaction in the country. 
discussion on this important subject | ? : 
will be on the a of the | On Question, agreed to; Bill read 1° 
Bill. I need not say that every possible | accordingly ; to be printed; and to be 
consideration and attention will be given | read 2¢on Monday next. [No. 181.] 
to a question so momentous, and in which 
the dignity of the Crown and its influ- 
ence over the Empire at large are so much 
concerned. I well remember what took! ; 
place when the title of Empress of India 
was discussed and laid before the House. 
On that occasion, as the noble Marquess 
has said, there was great distrust and a 
very strong feeling on the subject. There ; rl 
was a dislike to leave the grand name; Friday, 26th July, 1901. 
the Queen of England, and to take any ‘nttladatas 
other name, and many on this side of the ° ' 

House had a very strong feeling against ROYAL ASSENT. 
doing anything to derogate from that seine 





House adjourned at a quarter 
before Five of the clock, to 
Monday next, at a quarter 
before Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


great and ancient title. I am bound, COMMISSION. 
however, to say that though I was one . 
of those who voted against it, and Message to attend the Lords Com- 


. . missioners. 
shared entirely the views of my leaders 


on this side of the House who spoke upon 
it, I found from experience that that title 
had very great influence and very great 
effect. No one I think who has been in 
India, whatever views he may have 
entertained on this subject before, can 
but believe that the assumption of that 
title, which, of course, in ancient history 
has been assumed more than once by ae iak 

other persons in India, had a profound a ae kad 

effect in that country and was exceed- CHRIST'S aa: a BILL 
ingly popular there. I do not know nee 4 
that there will be any serious objection 
to what the noble Marquess has shadowed 
forth as what may possibly be the style 


The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent 
to a number of Bills (see page 181). 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN (Kent, 





of His Majesty under this new procedure. 
[ have not heard it before, but it does 
strike me as somewhat singular that 
this new style should not be actually 
recapitulated or described in the Bill 
itself. I reserve for myself and my 
friends the right to say something upon 


Tunbridge) said he had to apologise to the 
House in the first place for again bringing 
this Bill under its notice, seeing that it 
had already been twice discussed. He 





regretted that he had to ask the House to 
reject the clause which had been put in by 
the Committee upstairs, because, as a 
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rule, he held that the House ought to | thirdly, at the end of the four months 
support the decisions of its Committee, the London County Council might decide 
which had heard the evidence and gone | not to buy, and again the charity would 
fully into the question. But he would’ be a great loser by the delay. If the 
state briefly the reasons which induced | County Council bought the site, the 
him to act as he was now doing. What | charity would be placed at the mercy of 
had occurred in reference to the Bill? It | an arbitrator and the Lands Clauses Act. 
was discussed on the motion for Second | Though the arbitrator was bound to 
Reading, and again on an Instruction, | give a fair value for the site, yet the 
before it was sent to a Committee, and charity would not obtain so high a price 
the result was that the House agreed as it otherwise would if it could sell in the 
it should go to the Committee without open market. Part of this land by 
any Instruction at all. It came, in fact, another Act was to be bought under the 
to the decision that, unless the Committee | Lands Clauses Act by St. Bartholomew’s 
found otherwise, Christ’s Hospital should | Hospital. If the County Council bought 
have the right to sell its site free of all | the whole of the site, or prevented the 
restrictions. The Committee practically Governors from dealing with it, and if 
endorsed the contention of the Governors, they ran a street along the border portion 
and passed the preamble of the Bill. bought by St. Bartholomew's Hospital, 
They went further, and practically found the arbitrator would* be compelled to 
the contention of the promoters to be treat the land as back land. The result, 
true. But after this the Committee therefore, of treating such land as back 
adopted a most extraordinary course. land instead of front land would be to 
They inserted a clause giving the London penalise the charity to the extent of about 
County Council a right of pre-emption. £100,000. Was there any precedent for 
Compulsory powers were granted to the .a compulsory clause being granted to a 
Council to acquire a site in the City of public body in connection with property 
London without any motion being given without its having been stated that the 
to the City Corporation. No machinery land was needed for a public improve- 
was put into the clause for raising the ment? He submitted that there was 
money, and they thus had an extra- none. Most grievous injustice would be 
ordinary roving commission given to the done to the charity if at the end of the 
London County Council to buy or not, four months the County Council said 
as they thought fit. Why should the they could not raise the money and would 
County Council go outside its own juris- not therefore buy. He contended that 
diction to acquire a freehold in the City this was a most monstrously unfair pro- 
of London? He could only suppose they | posal, and, therefore, as a Charity Com- 
had in view some ulterior object which | missioner, he asked the House to reject 
was not expressed in the Bill. At any rate, | the clause. They ought to consider this 
if the County Council exercised their; matter in connection with the whole 
option and acquired this site as an open | history of the removal of the foundation 
space, the City of London would lose a|into the country. The Governors of 
large amount of rates over this area. | Christ’s Hospital, as was perfectly well 
That, however, was not a point which | known, had no wish to remove into the 
concerned the Charity Commissioners. | country, but they were forced to do so 
He protested against the clause on behalf | in consequence of the action of a strong 
of that body, because the Commissioners | Royal Commission, which drew up a 
thought it would do a great deal of | scheme and reported that— 

damage to the charity. It gave the! «jf Christ’s Hospital is to be retained as a 
London County Council the right to buy | great boarding school, there seemed to be no 


the whole or part of the site within four | Te@8on why it should be placed in London, and 
ite EF they edd to bay. th | we are given to understand that the sum 
montns. ey decided to Duy, there | whieh might be released by the sale of the 


would be the delay of four months, and | present site would more than provide the cost 
the charity would be kept out of its | of the removal.” 

cus on the Baim which oie | Thus even the Royal Commission looked 
otherwise immediately receive. In the | to the sale of the site without restriction. 
second place, in that time the value of | At the last moment, after rejecting the 


the site might fall tremendously, and, | Instruction proposed by the hon. and 
Mr. Griffith- Boscawen. 
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ilearned Member for East Finsbury, the | invariably did, a broad and practical 
Committee had inserted this ridiculous | view of the case, and by a majority of two 
clause. The school had not been well | to one really said that, while there might 
treated by the House. It had been forced | be questions of a technical character 
to undertake this expensive move into the | surrounding a site with such ancient 
country at the express wish of Parliament. | associations, it was yet prepared to waive 
Was it the time, when everybody said we | those technicalities and give to the 


antiquarian 
previous occasion the House took, as * 





were paying insufficient attention to edu- 
cation, to penalise this great educational 
institution, as it would be penalised if this 
clause was retained ? He begged to move 
the omission of Clause 6. 


*Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London), 


jn seconding the Amendment, said the 


Bill had recently been so fully discussed | 


that he need only say that its object was 


to enable the Almoners and Governors | 


of Christ’s Hospital to acquire the re- 
versionary interests of the Corporation 
of London, the landowners, and, by the 
sanction of Parliament, to possess a free 
title, so as to enable them to sell or deal 
with the property to the best advantage in 
carrying into effect the great educational 


scheme of the Charity Commissioners | 


passed by Parliament ten years back. 
The Bill passed the House of Lords un- 
opposed, but when it appeared in the 
House of Commons the hon. and learned 
Member for East Finsbury raised on 
behalf of the London County Council all 
sorts of quibbles and objections. No 
tittle of evidence had been adduced to 
prove the assertion that a certain portion 
of the ground had been consecrated and 
set apart, within the meaning of the 


Act, as a burial ground, although un- | 


doubtedly burials had taken place there. 


As to the idea that an open space was | 
required in Newgate Street, it was really | 
‘affected by the fact that, whereas the 


too absurd to be entertained by anyone 
acquainted with the site, seeing that the 
Postmen’s Park was on one side and | 
St. Paul’s Cathedral gardens within a 
few yards on the other, while only | 
yesterday the Corporation of London 
added to their many open spaces for the 
benefit of the community and citizens | 
of London by opening Finsbury Circus | 
to the public. In regard to its anti-, 
quarian interest, with the exception 
of a few arches of great antiquity, 
which, with anything else of interest | 
that might be found in excavating, were | 
to be carefully preserved, nothing of | 
value existed. On _ the! 


| Governors a title which any purchaser 
| could safely take without fear of having 
his position assailed and being led into 
costly and lengthened litigation. The 
| Committee, however, unasked, had in- 
| serted a new clause, whereby the London 
| County Council got far more than they 
had ever dreamt of asking for. They 
obtained by it the right of pre-emption 
to acquire any or all of the site. They 
were to have four months to consider the 
matter and six months to complete, 
during which period they were to pay 
no interest. That alone at 4 per cent., 
and on the assumption that they paid 
only the price offered outside—namely, 
£720,000—meant a loss to the charity of 
no less than £14,400. But it meant 
more than that. The County Council 
‘could not carry the option into effect 
without coming to Parliament with two 
| Bills, one for money and one for power 
to use the ground for some specific 
| purpose. Both of those Bills might be 
strenuously opposed, and, if either was 
lost the whole object of the clause would 
| be wrecked. In the meantime any 
probable purchasers would long ago 
| have thrown up all idea of dealing with 
ithe property. If the clause was allowed 
to remain, not only would the Governors 
be affected by practically having the 
eyes picked out of their property, but 
the local authority would be seriously 


scheme of the Governors contemplated a 
fine street being cut through from the 
top of Holborn Viaduct to St. Martin’s- 
le-Grand, the County Council would be 
enabled to ignore entirely this much- 
needed adjunct to the traftic from east 
to west. But that would not be the 
whole extent of the loss to the localicy. 
The City already paid one-eighth of the 
whole rates of the metropolis, and, if this 
dissipation of the ratepayers’ money was 
permitted, it of course followed that one- 
eighth of the amount would fall on the 
City. Moreover, if the property re- 
mained an open space, or any such wild- 
cat scheme was allowed, the City as the 
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rating authority would receive little or 
nothing in rates from a property worth 
between £40,000 and £50,000 a year. 
He, therefore, with confidence asked the 
House to eliminate the clause, which, if 
passed, would make it impossible for the 
Governors to deal with any outside pur- 
chaser, and also inflict an injustice on 
the landowners, who had had no oppor- 
tunity of stating their case, and who, as 
the local authority, felt bound to protest, 
not only on their own behalf, but also 
on behalf of the ratepayers. 


Amendment proposed to be made to 
the Bill— 


“In page 5, by leaving out Clause 6.”— 
(Mr. Griffith- Boscawen.) 


Question proposed, “ That Clause 6 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir AUGUSTUS GODSON (Kidder- 


{COMMONS} 
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accustomed to deal with evidence, he did) 
not agree with that, but at the same time 
the Committee had very grave doubts 
and difficulties with this matter. They 
endeavoured to do the very best they 
could for the charity. They inquired 
into all the matters connected with it, 
and came to a unanimous conclusion, 
which was written down and handed 
to the counsel on both sides. He 
could not say when that written sug- 
gestion was handed to counsel, but it 
was accepted by them and formed the 
ground of Clause 6. From that moment 
| all discussion was based on that sugges- 
| tion. The hon. Member for Tunbridge 
| Wells was not quite accurate in what 
jhe had stated with regard to 
| the final issues, because although he 
| had found fault with what the Com- 
| mittee did, the written suggestion was. 
| in the hands of counsel for both sides be- 
' fore the Committee found the preamble 





minster) said that as chairman of the | proved. When they reserved the right 
Committee about which so much had | to introduce this clause, it was then for 
been said, he wished to put a few facts | the charity to reject or aecept the offer 
before the House. With regard to the| of the Committee. Their counsel very 
question of Standing Orders, the City of | cleverly accepted the preamble, but 
London had full right to oppose before | afterwards raised objections to the 
the Committee had they so pleased.|scheme. He could not now go into the 
There had been communications with | general question of what was to be done 
them at the beginning of the year| with the land, though he did not agree 
foreshadowing what afterwards took| with’a great deal of what had been said, 
place in Committee, but at the same/| but both he and the Committee would 
time there was no technical notice to| gladly welcome any decision which the 
the Corporation as to what was pro-| House came toon this subject. 
osed to be done. They had the power, , : - en — 
of appearing before the House of Lords, | Ms. GUEST (Plymouth) said he 


and when they came before the Com-| hoped the House would excuse him for 


mittee they were perfectly aware that | having risen for the first time to address 


the County Council were going to| a’ but, —o en decom +a = 
appear, and knew pretty well what the | eg tar feadbana 2 age ‘ nt “4 
County Council were going to get. clause, he desired to add a few observa- 
y Tit sipilies | tions words to those made by the chair- 

*Str JOSEPH DIMSDALE: On be-| manof the Committee. It seemed to him 
half of the Corporation of London I beg/| there was a considerable amount of 
to say they had no notice whatever to! misconception as to the motives which 
appear. ‘had prompted the Committee to insert 
| the clause, and also as to the results it 

Sir AUGUSTUS GODSON said that | was likely to produce. If he might give- 
when the Bill came before the Committee | his own experience, it was this. He was 





no objection was taken upon the question 
of Standing Orders. When it came 
before the Committee it was said that 
there was no evidence whatever of 
this being a disused burial ground, and 
therefore there was nothing upon which 
the London County Council could hang 
their hat. Having been for some time 


Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 


very much impressed when the Bill 
was brought before the Committee by 
the fact that the whole question had 
been prejudiced by the scheme of the 
Charity Commissioners in 1890. It was 
clear they had forced Christ’s Hospital 
to sell and migrate to the country,. 
and it was really a question as to how 
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that exchange from London to the 
country was to be effected. The Christ's 
Hospital Almoners came to this House 
with a Bill. There was a certain plot of 
land for which they did not think 
they could get a clear title. If they had 


a clear title they would have had no. 


reason to come to this House. There was 
a certain plot in their property which 
was supposed to come under the Dis- 
used Burial Grounds Act. That was 
their belief, or they would never have 
come to Parliament. 


Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN: The 


promoters never thought any part of the 


ground was subject to the Disused Burial , 
It was only to allay the, 
doubts and give a clear title to an in-| 


Grounds Act. 
tending purchaser. 


Mr. GUEST said it amounted to 
exactly the same thing. They wanted 
to give a valid title to an intending pur- 
chaser, and they came to Parliament to 
remove any doubt there might be with 
regard to it. The Committee had emi- 
nent counsel before them, and the Com- 
mittee saw there were good reasons to 
suppose that this cloister did come under 
the Disused Burial Grounds Act. The 


Committee were much impressed with , 


the importance of making the title of the 
Christ’s Hospital clear, so that they 
might be able to sell their land in order 
to migrate to the country. The Com- 
mittee gave the clear title, and the House 
confirmed it on the Second Reading. The 
position of the London County Council in 
the matter was, in the first place, that 
they had certain rights over burial 
grounds. He admitted it was extremely 
doubtful whether they had rights over 
burial grounds in the City, but it was 
clear that, by the Act of 1892, they were 
empowered to exercise a sort of general 
interest over all historic memorials in the 
County of London and adjoining counties, 
and that gave them a certain locus standi 
in the county. No one would deny the 
great historic interest attached to the site 
of Christ’s Hospital, which dated from 
the time of the Grey Friars, and was 
endowed by Edward VI. All that the! 
Committee had done by inserting the 
clause was to enable the County Council, 
if they could persuade the people of 
London to do so, to purchase this site. 
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jfor London. It had been suggested 
by the hon. Member who had moved the 
rejection that as a consequence this site 
might go to the speculative builder, but 
whatever might be said of the London 
County Council it could not be said that 
they ever treated a subject like this in 
that way. The only point before the 
House was how Clause 6 affected the 
interests of Christ’s Hospital. He could 
not see that it affected it in any way. The 
Committee had valued this as a building 
site in the interests of the Charity. The 
London County Council desired to 
acquire it at the value of a disused burial 
ground, which was nil, but the Committee 
were of opinion that if they were to 
acquire it at all they must acquire it at 
its building value. Therefore he failed 
to see how Christ’s Hospital could mate- 
rially suffer thereby. The only way in 
which he could see Christ's Hospital 
could lose anything was the interest on 
their money for four months, but that did 
not seem much to ask of a charity like 
this, in order that the County Council 
might have an opportunity of acquiring 
for London one of the most historic spots 
which remained untouched by the 
vandalism of commercial life in our city. 


Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) regretted that the Chairman of 
the Committee was not well enough to be 
in the House, because if he had been he 
would have told the House that this Bill. 
originally was a Bill to clear the title of 
the Governors of Christ’s Hospital to this 
site, in order to enable them to sell to 
any purchaser; but the effect of this 
clause had been to transform the Bill into 
an Enabling Bill, to enable the County 
Council to take this property compul- 
sorily after giving certain notice. He 
had considerable doubt as to whether 
it was any part of the duty of the Com- 
mittee to do that. It was distinctly 
decided that this scheme was to be a 
scheme which would enable the Governors. 
of Christ‘s Hospital to sell to the whole 
world, and this clause had changed the 
whole tenor of the Bill. This was a much 
more serious matter than it looked at 
first sight. One very important axiom 


‘laid down by the general practice of the 
| House was that if any persons’ rights were 


going to be affected by any Bill the pro- 
moters were bound to give those persons. 
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notice ; that was an elementary proposi- 
tion affecting the whole procedure of 
private Bill legislation. What was the 
case of the City of London to-day might 
be the case of anybody else to-morrow, 
and in his opinion the House ought to be 
a zealous guardian of these rules. If 
they were going to take compulsorily the 
land of any individual charity or body of 
persons, and so shut out every other pos- 
sible purchaser, they ought to give them 
notice. That was a fundamental rule 
which had not been followed in this case. 
They ought not to interfere with the 
rights of another person without giving 
them notice, and in this particular Bill 
the effect of what the Committee had 
done was that they had seriously affected 
the rights of the City of London without 
giving them notice. They had not been 
given proper formal notice, and it was 
useless to contend that the City of London 
knew all about it. That was not the 
point. He hoped the House would reject 
this clause, because the rights of the City 
of London were very seriously affected 
by it. 


“in. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said the right hon. Gentleman who had 
just sat down had raised certain technical 
objections, but he had not been able to 
obtain the advice or support of the legal 
advisers who usually advised the House 
upon these questions. They had _ re- 
garded those objections with a certain 
amount of doubt, and the legal advisers 


of the House were not prepared to recom- | 


mend in the sense his right hon. friend 
had advocated. The mover and seconder 
of this motion, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Sowerby, were 
wrong in asserting that the City of 
London had received no notice. He had 
been informed by the Chairman of the 
Parliamentary Committee of the County 
Council that the Clerk of the Council, 
acting on instructions, had written to the 
City Remembrancer informing him of 
the intentions of the County Council in 
this matter in the month of February 
last. That letter was written because it 
was thought that the City Corporation 
might be interested, and might desire to 
appear before the Committee. It had 
been said that they would be injuring 
the governors of Christ’s Hospital by 
robbing them of the interest on their 
property. Hon. Members did not appear 


Mr. Mellor. 
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| to be aware that just about one hour ago 
| the Royal Assent had been given to a Bill 
giving St. Bartholomew’s Hospital three 
months in which to decide whether they 
would buy up the whole or any portion 
of this site. Therefore, it was against the 
| law that the governors should sell imme- 
| diately. Four months was to be allowed 
| to the County Council to decide after the 
_ passage of this Act. The Parliamentary 
| Committee of the London County Council 
had set all their machinery at work to 
gain all the information they could in 
order to make up their minds as soon as 
possible. Their intention was to decide 
the matter in less than three months. 
It was said that the London County 
Council ought not to have any jurisdic. 
tion in these matters in the City of 
| London, but an Act had been passed 
| which gave powers to the London County 
Council to take charge of all buildings of 
historic interest within the whole adminis- 
‘trative county of London, including the 
City itself. This very Act entitled the 
County Council to spend money for this 
/purpose. The hon. Member for Ply- 
| mouth had stated that they had so few 
sites of historic interest ot old London 
left that it would be a grievous pity if 
they could not, by some means or other, 
/save this one of the very few historical 
sites. He submitted that the House 
/ought to support the Committee in this 
/ease with even greater emphasis than 
they usually support Committees. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
Croydon) : I should be very sorry to find 
fault with the Committee upon this 
matter, for they no doubt exercised what 
they considered to be a wise discretion in 
arriving at this decision. I think, how- 
ever, that anyone who has listened to the 
speeches of the three hon. Members of the 
Committee who have already spoken 
must be struck with the fact that they 
-have not announced one single tangible 
reason for the action of the Committee. 
Perhaps I ought to make an exception 
in the case of the hon. Member for Ply- 
mouth. The reason he gave was that 
it was desirable that that portion of the 
site of historic value should be preserved. 
I think the real question for the House 
to consider is whether the proposal in 
this clause is likely seriously to damage 
the value of the property of the charity, 
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and if it does, whether there is any justifi- 
cation for it. The question before the 
House is whether this proposal is likely 
to damage the value of this property. 
Most of the hon. Gentlemen who have 
spoken assume that all the London 
County Council has to do is, within a 
certain time to say whether they will 
buy this site or not. That is not by any 
means the case. The County Council 
can, in accordance with the clause, 
exercise their right of pre-emption, not 
merely over the whole, but over any part 
of the site. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said the arbi- 
trator had to decide how much they were 
to buy. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The clause says that 
they can exercise their right with regard 
to the whole or any portion of this site. 
What position does that place the charity 
in? It is not only a question of the 


charity lying out of the interest on their | 


money for a certain period, but they 
cannot treat with a desirable purchaser, 
for they do not know what they may 
have to sell. They may have the whole 
to sell or only a portion, and it is possible 
that a particular portion may be taken 
which would enormously impair the 
value of the whole. If they had a pur- 
chaser in view for the whole, and the 
County Council decided to take a portion, 
then it would be a great blow to the 
charity to lose that customer. Thus the 
charity may be deprived of a very de- 
sirable purchaser, and may, in the long 
run, not be able to obtain anything like 
the value of their property 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) pointed out that 
compensation for severance would cover 
that. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I maintain that any 
compensation for severance which is 
likely to be given would not in any way 
represent what would be the loss to this 
charity. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said the right 
hon. Gentleman had entirely missed the 
point that the governors were forbidden 
to sell under the Act passed an hour ago. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: The case of the option 
given to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital is 
not a parallel case, because that body has 
only the right to purchase a definite 
portion of the site, an acre or an acre 
and a half. 

Mr. E. J. C. MORTON: No, the 
whole. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed that 
the only right which St. Bartholomew’s 
Hospital have is the option of purchasing 
an acre and a half. If that is so the 
House will see that that is a totally dif- 
ferent position from that which would 
arise if the London County Council were 
given the power to take any part which 
they chose of this site and so damage the 
whole. If that be so, what justification 
is there for this proposal? Certainly 
an open space is not wanted in Newgate 
Street, and there is no public demand 
for it. I believe that if the Bill is passed 
in its present form it will seriously affect 
the value of the property belonging to 
| the charity, the money for which is re- 
| quired for the purposeof building schools 
elsewhere—a task imposed upon the 
|charity by Parliament. Parliament, I 
maintain, ought to be extremely careful 
to see that it does not cripple this charity 
in the manner in which I am afraid this 
proposal will undoubtedly cripple it. 
I shall certainly vote for the excision of 
this clause. 





Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) said 
he had great respect for the Home Secre- 
tary but he did not recognise him as a 
great authority upon London questions, 
and the right hon. Gentleman did not 
know as much about the law of arbitra- 
tion as he knew himself. It was absurd 
to say that the charity would suffer by 
this clause. The amount of blocking 
that had taken place in regard to this 
measure was surprising, and it was an 
extraordinary thing that when an at- 
tempt was made to upset this measure 
by a few hon. Members of this House a 
Member of the Government should be 
found ready to support them. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 129 ; Noes, 
185. (Division List, No. 367.) 
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Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman-Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John S. 


Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) | 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 


TO 
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| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col. Edw. J 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C.( North’mbTynside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 


| Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


Stanley,Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stroyan, John 

Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, William Edw. M. 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W. H. 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| TenLerRs FOR THE Nors—Mr. 


Griffith-Boscawen and Sir 
Joseph Dimsdale. 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 





THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said he 
wished to move a small Amendment 
which had been accepted by the pro- 
moters in order to make it clear that the 
site known as the Postman’s Park was 
not included. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 9, line 27, after the word ‘ thereof,’ 
to insert the words ‘ but not such part thereof 
as is situated on the eastern side of the street 
now known as King Edward Street.’ ”—(Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


[Lords] (STANDING 
IN- 


PRIVATE BILLS 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from*one of the Examiners of | 


case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 


Llanelly Harbour Bill [Lords} 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time. 


STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND 
ELECTRICITY BOARD BILL. 

WELLS CORPORATION WATER BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 


| agreed to. 


LONG EATON GAS BILL. 
(By ORDER.) 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
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ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY BILL] PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


{Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 


an Amendment. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 


King’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL 
(Lords]. 


EASTON AND CHURCH HOPE 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [Lords]. 
(By ORDER. ) 


As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Black- 
burn Corporation Bill, Dublin (Equalisa- 
tion of Rates) Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Consequen- 
tial Amendments to, Shannon Water 
and Electric Power Bill. 


That they have agreed to Amend- 
ments to — Bolton Corporation Bill 
[Lords], without amendment. 





KILMARNOCK CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 

(Usper THE Private Lecistation Procepure | 
(Scortanp) Act, 1899.] 


Read the third time, and passed. 


KIRKCALDY AND DYSART WATER 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 
(Unper THE Private LecisuaTion ProcepuRE 
(Scortanp) Act, 1899.] 


Read the third time, and passed, 
without amendment. 





ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro. 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL {Lords}. 


Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 





Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [Lords]. 


Reported with Amendments ‘[Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as Amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 12) BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 


lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 


Monday next. 
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——— Manon Gaaeee | Kilmarnock ; Barvas; Biggar; and 
ETC.) BILL (Lords), Inverness-shire ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
Reported, without amendment [Pro- | 
yisional Orders confirmed]; Report to| BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 
lie upon the Table. WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL 


Bill to be read the third time upon Petition from Dunfermline, for sltsie- 
Monday next. | tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
; | 





TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. CHILDREN BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro-| Petitions in favour, from Clitheroe 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to. (eight); Barnstaple; Alloa; New 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | Brompton; and Carlisle; to lie upon 

Bill, as amended, to be consdaied | the Table. 
upon Monday next. | 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE! BILL. 
RAILWAY BILL (Lords) Two Petitions from South London, 
WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL (Lords}. | against ; to lie upon the Table. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be} 
printed. | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. — 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report | EAST [NDIA (PUBLIC WORKS DEPART- 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. MENT). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) BILL | [Address 23rd July ; Sir Seymour K ing]; 


{Lords}. to lie upon the Table. 
teported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. EXPLOSIVES 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC-| Copy presented. of —Twenty-fifth 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL| Annual Report of His Majesty’s Ins spec- 
[Lords]. |tors of Explosives, being for the year 
Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the | 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 

Committee on the Manchester and Liver- | Table. 

pool Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords]: 

That, for the convenience of parties, the HORSE BREEDING (ROYAL COMMIS- 

Committee had adjourned until Tuesday | SION). 

next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


# Copy presented, of Eighth Report of 
Report to lie upon the Table. the Royal Commission on Horse Breed- 
‘ing, with Appendices [by command] ; 
STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT | t® lie upon the Table. 
BILL (Lords). 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report | SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 


to lie » Table, : » printed. 
o lie upon the Table, and to be printed Copy presented, of Return for the 


ne 'year ended 3ist March, 1901, of the 

os Army and Navy Officers permitted, 

PETITIONS. |under Rule 2 of the Regulations drawn 

— up under Section 6 of the Act, to hold 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT (1896), | Civil Employment of profit under Public 
ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. foe caper en [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Petitions in favour, from Cambuslang 3 Table, and to be printed. [No. 285]. 
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LAND REGISTRY. 


“Account presented, of Receipts and 
Payments in respect of the Land Registry 
for the year ended 31st March, 1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed [No. 286.] 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE AND COURT 
OF APPEAL, ETC. 

Copy presented, of Account showing 
the Receipts and Expenditure in respect 
of the High Court of Justice and the 
Court of Appeal during the year endec 
31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 287.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Report, No. 327 
(Bahamas, Annual Report for 1900) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEER CORPS). 


Copy presented, of Annual Return of 
the Volunteer Corps of Great Britain 
for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAILWAYS 
AND HARBOURS COMPANY (CORK 
AND FERMOY RAILWAY ABANDON. 
MENT). 


Copy ordered, * o. Correspondence 
between the Treasury and the Fishguard 
and Rosslare Railways and Harbours 
Company in reference to the suggested 
abandonment of the direct Cork and 
Fermoy line.”—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table. and to be printed. [No. 
224 |] 


-— 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—ARMY-— 
DEATHS FROM DISEASE. 

Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can now state the 
number of cases of typhoid fever and the 
number of deaths from that disease 
among the troops in South Africa for the 
complete month of April last, and also 
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the number of cases and the number of 
‘deaths for the first four weeks or, if 
possible, for the whole month of May. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
The figures are forwarded in weekly 
Returns, and cannot therefore be caleu- 
lated for any one exact month. From 

| Returns received since the 25th June 
the deaths for the four weeks ending 
the 26th April are now given as 194. 
For the five weeks ending the 31st May 
the admissions were 2,300 and the deaths 
| 326. 


CONCENTRATION AND REFUGEE 
CAMPS. 
Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will request the committee of 
ladies who are about to visit and report 
‘upon the Boer concentration camps in 
‘ South Africa to also visit and report upon 
the loyalist refugee camps. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is not thought 
necessary to extend the scope of the 
inquiry of the committee; but, in view 
of the fact that the Mansion House Fund 
for the relief of the Uitlander refugees 
will shortly be exhausted, Lord Milner 
proposes to advise the Government 
immediately on his return as to what 
further help is necessary, and he will 
have before him reports of the various 
responsible committees who have taken 
part in the distribution of relief as to 
the state of affairs. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Will Miss 
Hobhouse be invited to join this com- 
mittee of ladies ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have already 


answered that question. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): No; she knows too much about it. 


EXECUTION OF REBELS—COMPULSORY 
ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, S.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he will 
obtain information by telegraph from 
South Africa and communicate to the 
House what were the exceptional cireum- 
stances connected with the compulsion of 
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British colonists to witness the execution 
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Mr. BRODRICK: No furlough of 


of their countryman at Dordrecht ; who | thirty days is given to the Imperial 


ave the order for such compulsion, if it 
had the sanction of the Commander-in- 
Chief in South Africa, and if it has now 
the sanctionof His Majesty’s Government, 
and, if not, whether the officer responsible 
for it has been punished ; were these 
colonists convicted criminals or prisoners, 
under what penalty did they attend, 


and what object was gained by such | 


compulsion. 


| 
Mr. BRODRICK : I think it wouid be | 
preferable to await a detailed report on | 


the matter, for which I have asked. 


as this, which excites keen attention 
in the public mind, and in regard to 
which the Government has been 
arraigned at the bar of civilised nations— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman asked for this 
report by telegram ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper has been answered : 
the right hon. Gentleman said he was not 
in a position to make any answer. 


| be completed. 


| Yeomanry, who are soldiers paid at 5s. 


a day, and not at ordinary Army rates ; 
but their discharges are post-dated seven 
days for administrative purposes, in 
order to give time for their discharges to 
The instructions given 
in regard to payment of arrears of pay 
have been already explained to the House. 


BEAUFORT WEST REVERSE. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether General Scheepers 


| obtained any, and if so, what supplies 
jof rifles and ammunition in the train 


Mr. PIRIE: May I ask the right hon. | 
Gentleman whether in such a matter | 


captured by him at Beaufort West on 

21st instant, and whether any 
British soldiers were then taken prisoners 
by the Boers ; and if so, can he say what 
has become of them. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): No infor- 
mation beyond that published has been 
telegraphed from South Africa. I am 
therefore unable to reply to the hon. 


Member's question. 
| 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL repeated his 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will you 
telegraph to South Africa for informa- 
tion ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


FORFEITURES OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 


i vil): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PAY. 

Major BALFOUR (Christchurch) : 
‘I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether all soldiers of the Imperial 
Yeomanry lately discharged after service 
in South Africa have been granted one 
month’s furlough on full pay or its 
equivalent previous to discharge ; and, 
if this is not the case, whether he will take 
steps to grant them this pay; and will 
he make arrangements that all members | 
of the Imperial Yeomanry lately returned 
from South Africa who have not yet 
received their pay in full, some of whom 
have in consequence suffered hardship, 
may receive a large proportion of the 
amount they claim on presentation of 
their case before the proper authority. | 


VOL, XCVIII. [Fourru Sertgs.| | 


for War whether he will state under 
which clause or article of the Royal 
Warrant Thomas Mackie was deprived 
of his pension, and whether, in view 
of the punishment that Mackie has now 
undergone for a technical breach of the 
regulations, he will consider whether 
the time has come to restore this man’s 
pension in full. 


LorpD STANLEY: Mackie was deprived 
of his pension under Article 1212 (b) of 
the Pay Warrant, which renders a pen- 
sion liable to forfeiture for gross miscon- 
duct. The Commissioners of Chelsea 
Hospital, who have recently considered 
the case, regarded the pensioner as 
unworthy of a fuller restoration. 


I 
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LAND REGISTRY. {the number of cases and the number of 
“Account presented, of Receipts and | deaths for the first four weeks or, if 
Payments in respect of the Land Registry | Poss’ ble, for the whole month of May. 


for the year ended 31st March, 1901 [by , 
~ Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
printed [No. 286.] | WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
: |The figures are forwarded in weekly 
: ‘Returns, and cannot therefore be caleu- 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE AND COURT Jated for any one exact month. From 


OF APPEAL, ETC. Returns received since the 25th June 


Copy presented, of Account showing | the deaths for the four weeks ending 
the Receipts and Expenditure in respect | the 26th April are now given as 194. 
of the High Court of Justice and the | For the five weeks ending the 31st May 
Court of Appeal during the year ended | the admissions were 2,300 and the deaths 
31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon | 396, 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 287.]| 


| CONCENTRATION AND REFUGEE 
CAMPS. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Report, No. 327 | 
_(Bahamas, Annual Report for 1900) [by 
‘Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War if he will request the committee of 
ladies who are about to visit and report 
-upon the Boer concentration camps in 
ARMY (VOLUNTEER CORPS). + —_— South Africa to also visit and report upon 
Copy presented, of Annual Return of | the loyalist refugee camps. 
the Volunteer Corps.of Great Britain 
for the year 1900 [by Command]; to lie} Mr. BRODRICK: It is not thought 
upon the Table. necessary to extend the scope of the 
| inquiry of the committee; but, in view 
| of the fact that the Mansion House Fund 
ee aoUNS SOUPS Cone for the relief of the Uitlander refugees 
AND FERMOY RAILWAY ABANDON. will shortly be exhausted, Lord Milner 
MENT). |_proposes to advise the Government 
'immediately on his return as to what 
further help is necessary, and he will 
have before him reports of the various 
responsible committees who have taken 
part in the distribution of relief as to 
| the state of affairs. 


Copy ordered, “of Correspondence 
between the Treasury and the Fishguard 
and Rosslare Railways and Harbours | 
Company in reference to the suggested | 
abandonment of the direct Cork and 
Fermoy line.”"—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 


) | Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Will Miss 
|Hobhouse be invited to join this com- 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie | mittee of ladies $ 


upon the Table. and to be printed. [No. | 


RA 
itty | Mr. BRODRICK: I have already 
AMES | answered that question. 


QUESTIONS. | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
|S.): No; she knows too much about it. 


ee 
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DEATHS FROM DISEASE. | EXECUTION OF REBELS—COMPULSORY 
Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, | ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. 
Gkeston) : I beg to ask the.Secretary of | Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I beg to ask 
State for War if he can now state the /|the Secretary of State for War if he will 
number of cases of typhoid fever and the obtain information by telegraph from 
number of deaths from that disease) South Africa and communicate to the 
among the troops in South Africa for the House what were the exceptional circum- 
complete month of April last, and also | stances connected with the compulsion of 
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British colonists to witness the execution 
of their countryman at Dordrecht ; who 
gave the order for such compulsion, if it 
had the sanction of the Commander-in- 
Chief in South Africa, and if it has now 
the sanctionof His Majesty's Government, 
and, if not, whether the officer responsible 
for it has been punished; were these 
olonists convicted criminals or prisoners, 
under what penalty did they attend, 
and what object was gained by such 
compulsion. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I think it would be 
preferable to await a detailed report on 
the matter, for which I have asked. 


Mr. PIRIE: May I ask the right hon. 
‘Gentleman whether in such a matter 
as this, which excites keen attention 
in the public mind, and in regard to 
which the Government has _ been 
-arraigned at the bar of civilised nations— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman asked for this 
report by telegram ? 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL repeated his 
‘question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper has been answered : 
the right hon. Gentleman said he was not 
an a position to make any answer. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—PAY. 


Masork BALFOUR (Christchurch) : 
‘I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether all soldiers of the Imperial 
Yeomanry lately discharged after service 
in South Africa have been granted one 
month’s furlough on full pay or its 
equivalent previous to discharge ; and, 
if this is not the case, whether he will take 
“steps to grant them this pay; and will 
he make arrangements that all members 
of the Imperial Yeomanry lately returned 
from South Africa who have not yet 
received their pay in full, some of whom 
have in consequence suffered hardship, 
may receive a large proportion of the 
amount they claim on presentation of 
itheir case before the proper authority. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: No furlough of 
thirty days is given to the Imperial 
Yeomanry, who are soldiers paid at 5s. 
a day, and not at ordinary Army rates ; 
but their discharges are post-dated seven 
days for administrative purposes, in 
order to give time for their discharges to 
be completed. The instructions given 
in regard to payment of arrears of pay 
have been already explained to the House. 


BEAUFORT WEST REVERSE. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether General Scheepers 
obtained any, and if so, what supplies 
of rifles and ammunition in the train 
captured by him at Beaufort West on 
the 21st instant, and whether any 
British soldiers were then taken prisoners 
by the Boers ; and if so, can he say what 
has become of them. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STAn_ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): No infor- 
mation beyond that published has been 
telegraphed from South Africa. I am 
therefore unable to reply to the hon. 
Member’s question. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will you 
telegraph to South Africa for informa- 
tion ? 


[No answer was returned.] 


FORFEITURES OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will state under 
which clause or article of the Royal 
Warrant Thomas Mackie was deprived 
of his pension, and whether, in view 
of the punishment that Mackie has now 
undergone for a technical breach of the 
regulations, he will consider whether 
the time has come to restore this man’s 
pension in full. 


Lorp STANLEY: Mackie was deprived 
of his pension under Article 1212 (b) of 
the Pay Warrant, which renders a pen- 
sion liable to forfeiture for gross miscon- 
duct. The Commissioners of Chelsea 
Hospital, who have recently considered 
the case, regarded the pensioner as 
unworthy of a fuller restoration. 


I 
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Mr. KEIR HARDIE: What was there 
against this man? Has he ever been 
convicted of any criminal offence, or has 
he lost his pension for a mere technical 
breach of the law ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I can say no more 
than I have already done. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: What was the 
offence ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not in order 
to discuss the answer now. 





Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask | 


the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he is aware that Private Michael 
M‘Mahon, No. 6,449, 1st Battalion Royal 
Munster Fusiliers, whose age was sixteen 
years on the 13th of May last, has been 
in prison since November, 1900, for 
breach of military discipline in South 
Africa ; and whether, taking his youth 
into account, the Commander-in-Chief 
wili consider the advisability of remitting 
the rest of this soldier’s sentence. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
has been already told that this soldier’s 
sentence had been partly remitted by | 
the Commander-in-Chief. He will be! 
released on the 16th August. 


KING’S LIVERPOOL REGIMENT. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether an order has been issued or is 
about being issued for the disbanding of 
the 3rd and 4th Battalions of the King’s 
Liverpool Regiment, now stationed in 
Ireland ; can he state the reason for such 
an order and whether the Commander 
of the Forces in Ireland, or any other 
general there, or any officer connected 
with the battalions were communicated 
with before the step was determined on ; 
is he aware that the breaking up of these 
battalions, raised in February, 1900, has 
caused dissatisfaction to the officers and 
men, and will he say how it is proposed 
to compensate the officers and non- 
commissioned officers for the loss of rank 
immediate and in the future and prospect 
of promotion, also those on the staff of the 
battalions in question; and will the 
men forming the battalions be drafted 
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against their will into other regiments. 


or be given the option of leaving the- 
service. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I must ask the- 
hon. Member to refer to my reply to a. 
question put yesterday by my hon. 


friend the Member for the Devizes Diyi-. 


sion of Wiltshire.t The men will be- 
absorbed in due course in the other 
battalions. The mode of absorption of. 
the officers is under consideration. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will justice: 

| be done to the officers in the matter of. 

REMISSION OF SENTENCES ON | 
SOLDIERS. 


promotion ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Every considera- 
tion will be shown them. 


DOCKYARD JOINERS’ WAGES. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask: 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, having- 
regard tothe fact that joinersemployed in: 
His Majesty’s dockyards at Portsmouth. 
and elsewhere are paid, if hired, 31s, 
and if established 29s. 6d., per week,. 
and that joiners employed doing the same- 
class of work for private employers im 
Portsmouth receive 35s. 6d. a week,. 
whether he can state what the Govern-- 
ment propose to do to bring the dock- 
yard joiners up to the same wage level. 
as those employed by private firms. 


THe SECRETARY To THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteEr, Belfast,. 
W.): According to the information at 
the disposal of the Admiralty, the rate- 
for outside joiners at Portsmouth is 
33s. 9d., and not 35s. 6d. as stated in 
the question. Outside joiners work for- 
fifty-four hours a week ; hired joiners in: 
the dockyard work forty-eight hours a 
week, for which they receive 31s. It 
appears, therefore, that the rate per hour: 
paid to the hired joiners in the dockyard 
is in excess of that paid to joiners out- 
side, and is only five-hundredths of a 
penny less than the higher rate which 
the hon. Member alleges is paid. Under 
these circumstances the Admiralty are 
not prepared to make any change in the: 
wages of the joiners in the dockyard. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will the hon. 
Gentleman cause inquiries to be made as 
to the rates paid outside ? 
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Mr. The 


answer I have just given is the result of 
inquiries which have been made. If 
the hon. Gentleman will put a further 
question, I will inquire into it. 


TRIALS OF NAVY BOILERS. 

Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he can now give particulars of the sea 
trials of the “‘ Minerva”’ and “ Hya- 
cinth.” 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Presi- 
dent of the Boiler Committee is now 
preparing a statement of the facts re- 
specting these trials, and if the hon. 
Member will move for it I will present it 
as svon as possible. 


GIBRALTAR DEFENCE WORKS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment intend to include in the sum to 
be asked for in the Naval Works Bill 
any, and, if so, what sum to be expended 
in respect of the harbour on the eastern 
side of the Rock of Gibraltar, the con- 
struction of which the Gibraltar Com- 
mittee reported to be imperatively 
necessary. 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): No sum will be taken in the 
Bill for the construction of an eastern 
harbour at Gibraltar, but a survey will 
be made of the site recommended by the 
Committee. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
cost of this survey be charged in the 
Naval Works Bill ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: The cost of this 
survey will probably be charged to the 
heading ‘‘Superintendence” in the 
Naval Works Bill. 


FIJI—GOVERNMENT OF NATIVES. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if the atten- 
tion of the Government has been called 
to the Order in Council perpetrated by 
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His Majesty’s representative in Fiji, by 
which His Majesty’s subjects can be sum- 
marily condemned to six months im- 
prisonment with hard labour for expres- 
sion of political opinion ; and whether, 
in the event of the said Order being 
authentic, he will give immediate. in- 
structions for its withdrawal and for the 
recall of the Governor. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): My attention has been 
drawn to telegrams in the press reportirg 
that the Governor of Fiji has passed an 
ordinance making it a penal offence to 
attempt to cause any native of Fiji to 
be disaffected towards the Government, 
but I am not aware whether such an 
ordinance has actually been passed or 
brought into operation. I have tele- 
graphed tothe Governor making inquiry 
on the subject, and instructing him in 
the event of such an ordinance having 
been passed to suspend operations under 
it pending my instructions. 


UGANDA RAILWAY — ALLEGATIONS 
AGAINST OFFICIALS. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if his attention has been called 
to the judgment given last June by Mr. 
Justice R. B. P. Cator in His Majesty’s 
Court at Mombasa in a civil action on a 
claim against the Uganda Railway of 
Rs. 60,000 for goods supplied, where the 
judge stated that he had come to the 
conclusion from the evidence that there 
was a conspiracy of the railway officials 
to defraud, though he was not in a posi- 
tion to suggest the names of the guilty 
individuals; and whether, on the 
strength of Judge Cator’s verdict in this 
case, the Government will instruct their 
officials to hold an inquiry on the spot 
and report to the Foreign Office. 


*TH—E UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): Yes ; 
the judgment is in the possession of His 
Majesty’s Government. Judge Cator, 
who is in this country and has been con- 
sulted, is strongly of opinion that it would 
be useless to hold an inquiry, but His 
Majesty‘s Commissioner will be instructed 
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to confer with the chief engineer and 
to report on the subject. 


CHINA — RUSSIAN CONCESSIONS AT 
TIENTSIN. 

*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state what reply 
has been received from the Russian 
Government with regard to the assertion 
of rights of ownership within the alleged 
Tientsin concession since the date of the 
temporary settlement of the matter in 
the spring; and what state of things 
has followed the withdrawal of the troops 
from the railway sidings. 


§* Viscount CRANBORNE: The Rus- 
sian Government, as I have already 
stated, have admitted that the question 
of the validity of the claims of ownership 
on either side is reserved for examination 
and decision by the two Governments, 
and cannot be prejudiced in any way by 
the action of local authorities. His 
Majesty’s Ambassador at St. Petersburg 
has recently informed the Russian 
Government that pending this decision 
the status quo previous to the concession 


made by Li Hung Chang should remain | 


in force so far as to enable the railway 
administration and British owners of 
land within the area in dispute to do, 
without obstruction from the Russian 
authorities, anything which could have 
been done while that area was under 
Chinese jurisdiction. 


EUROPEAN GOVERNESSES fF: 
TURKEY. 


Mr. ALLEN (Gloucestershire, Stroud) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
has been drawn to the Irade recently 
issued by the Sultan of Turkey forbid- 
ding the employment of European 
governesses in Mohammedan houses ; 
whether he will state whether the Irade 
is in accordance with the Capitulations ; 
and what steps he proposes to take. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: We have 
no knowledge of the Irade referred to, 
but inquiry will be made on the subject. 


COAL EXPORTS. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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if his attention has been called to the 
reduction in the export of coal from the 
United Kingdom in June, 1901, com- 
pared with the corresponding month of 
last year, being for June, 1900, 4,169,724 
tons, and for June, 1901, 3,714,134 
tons, equal to a reduction of about 10 
per cent. on the total export ; and if he 
will state approximately the number of 
tons exported under contract in June, 
1900, and therefore free from the coal 
duty, and in June, 1901, respectively. 





THe CHANCELLOR oF tue EX- 


| CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 


W.): My attention has been called to 
these figures. But the trade in June, 
1900, was exceptionally inflated, and 
the exports in the whole quarter ending 
with June this year were considerably 
more than in the corresponding quarter 
of 1899, and not much below that of 
1900. I cannot make the comparison 
| asked for in the last paragraph, because 
|I do not yet know how much of the ex- 
ports under contract in June, 1901, will 
| prove to be entitled to exemption. 





MILLWALL ELECTRIC STORAGE 
COMPANY. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
‘the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can now state 
what action has been taken to prosecute 
the parties responsible for the violation 
of the special rules at the works of the 
Electric Storage Company, West Ferry, 
Millwall, and to secure better conditions 
for the workpeople. 


*ToeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuig, Croydon): Legal proceedings 
were taken against this company in May 
last which resulted in a conviction. 
Fines and costs amounting to £10 were 
imposed. I have received a report from 
the Medical Inspector of Factories to 
the effect that the special rules are now 
being observed at the works, and that a 
complete system of ventilation in the 
mixing process is being introduced. 





BORSTAL PRISON RULES. 
Mr. ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 


for the Home Department whether he 


|can state what are the special privileges 
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to be given to prisoners in the third grade 
under the Borstal Prison Rules now on 
the Table of the House, 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Standing Orders 
which will regulate these matters have 
not yet been prepared, but it is proposed 
that the special privileges shall be (1)right 
to recommendation for special remission ; 
(2) extra gratuity ; (3) extra facilities for 
letters and visits. 


PREVENTION OF RAILWAY ACCIDENTS, 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, having regard 
to the fact that during the year 1900 as 
many as 1,325 persons were killed and 
19,572 injured on the railways in the 
United Kingdom, irrespective of the 
number of railway servants whose in- 
juries have not prevented them engaging 
in their ordinary employment for five 
hours on any of the three working days 
next after the accident is reported, will 
he state what steps the Board of Trade 
propose to take with a view to secure the 
general application of a satisfactory auto- 
matic coupling and other safety 
appliances. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Gera_p Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): I must point out that the 
figures given by the hon. Member repre- 
sent the gross total of fatal and non-fatal 
accidents that occurred on or about rail- 
ways during the year. They therefore 
include such accidents as those that 
occurred on platforms or platform 
approaches, etc., suicides and atten pted 
suicides, and all accidents that occurred to 
passengers and trespassers, as well as to 
railwgy servants. From the conclusion 
of thd question I gather that the accidents 
to which the hon. Member intended to 
refer are those that occurred to 
railway servants in the working of 
traffic. Of these there were in 1900 
583 fatal and 4,585 non-fatal. These 
numbers are still deplorably large, and 
I trust they may in future years show 
some diminution through the operation 
of the Act passed last year. The Board 
have drafted and are taking the necessary 
steps to bring into force rules under 
Section 1, Sub-section 1, of that Act. 
With regard to automatic couplings, I 
can only refer the hon. Gentleman to the 
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reply I gave to a similar question by the 
hon. Member for Derby on the 28th 
June.t 


LIGHTS OFF THE WESTERN 
HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
Jent of the Board of Trade, having 
regard to the fact that the lighting of 
the inner channels off the coasts of the 
Western Highlands is such as to render 
navigation dangerous, will he ascertain 
from the Lighthouse Commissioners if 
they will take steps to provide additional 
lights and fog signals. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
informed by the Commissioners of 
Northern Lighthouses that the lighting 
of the inner channels off the coasts of the 
Western Highlands is receiving their 
attention. Certain lights are being pro- 
ceeded with at the present time, and 
others are under consideration. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY—RED 
CAP BOYS. 

~ Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, seeing that 
the work of the Red Cap boys in the 
employ of the North British Railway 
Company at South Leith is so heavy that 
in the opinion of His Majesty’s Inspector 
of Railways these boys are not physically 
able to perform their work, in accordance 
with the instructions laid down, for so 
long a period as they work at present, 
will he state whether the North British 
Railway Company have taken any steps 
since the fatal accident at South Leith 
Docks to Robert A. Mackay, age fifteen, 
to reduce the hours of labour, and, if so, 
will he state how many hours per day 
the boys now work. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The sub- 
Inspector of Railways appointed to 
inquire into the fatal accident referred 
to recommended that the railway com- 


pany should be asked to consider the 
advisability of reducing the hours of 


these boys. The Board of Trade accord- 
ingly urged this matter upon the atten- 
tion of the railway company concerned. 
In reply returns were furnished of the 
xvadl hours worked by these boys for a 


+See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xcvi., 
page 268. 








223 Questions. 


week. The total periods of duty shown 
therein extended in several cases to 
eleven and three-quarters or twelve hours, 
but these periods included numerous 
intervals of rest, amounting in the aggre- 
gate to some four or five hours. The 
company did not admit that the boys 
were overworked, and pointed out that 
the speed of the trains which it is their 
duty to attend (for warning purposes) is 
limited to three miles an hour. I under- 
stand, however, that the company will 
again consider the matter. 


RAILWAY BYE-LAWS—MODEL CODE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether the rail- 
way companies have yet agreed upon a 
model code of railway bye-laws ; and, if 
not, will he ascertain the cause of the 
delay. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
afraid I can add nothing to the reply 
which I gave the hon. Member on 
March 15th.7 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that this matter has been 
under consideration for some years ? 
Is it not time some announcement was 
made ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


MOTOR CARS—SPEED REGULATIONS. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that motor-cars are 
driven on the Continent at a higher rate 
of speed than allowed by law in this 
country; and will he consider the 
expediency of introducing legislation 
such as will admit of motor cars being 
driven in rural districts at a higher speed 
than at present allowed. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrter 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): I am aware of the 
fact referred to im the first paragraph 
of the question. As I have recently 
stated, on more than one occasion, 
Ifam carefully considering the various 
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representations made to me by local 
authorities and others as to motor-cars, 
but I am not at present prepared to make 
any announcement as to the course 
which should be adopted in the matter. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION—STATISTICS. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether the recent census now 
admits of a return being prepared show- 
ing how the numbers of aliens in each 
parish in the Metropolis compare with 
the figures for former years; and can 
he now state whether there has been an 
increase in the number of aliens in the 
Metropolis ; and, if so, to what extent. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not at 
present in a position-to give any informa- 
tion on the subject referred to. I under- 
stand from the Registrar General that 
the tabulation of the returns is being 
actively proceeded with, but that the 
figures are not likely to be ready for publi- 
cation until late in the autumn. 


CUSTOMS WATCHERS’ GRIEVANCES. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): On behalf of the 
hon. and gallant Member for We 
Newington, I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether, seeing that the 
customs watchers are the only class in 
His Majesty’s customs whose hours 
of attendance are fixed at fifty-four hours 
per week, he will consider the advisability 
of reducing these hours to forty-eight 
per week. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The greater 
number of watchers are liable to attend 
for fifty-four hours a week, or an average 
of nine hours a day, for six days a week. 
These hours are inclusive of meal times. 
As a rule their actual work as distinct 
from attendance to do work averages 
seven hours a day, and the work, though 
monotonous, is not arduous. The ir- 
regular demands of trade, and the un- 
certainty of the hours of arrival and 
departure of ships, make it necessary 
to keep the men at hand for long spells, 
such as twelve hours or more at a time, 
but these are compensated for by equal 
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suggested in the question would involve | leave of seven days allowed to watchers 
a considerable increase in the number | is thought to be a fair amount for men 
and cost of watchers, and the Board of |in their position, and there are no other 
‘Customs do not consider that it is either | persons in the outdoor department in 


necessary or desirable. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: On 
behalf of the hon. Member for West 
Newington, I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether, in view of the 
importance of the duties performed by 
‘customs watchers, he will consider the 
:advisability of increasing the overtime 
rate from 6d. to 8d. per hour, seeing 
‘that these charges are almost invariably 
jpaid by the merchant. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


| receipt of the same rate of wages who 
have longer leave. I should like to re- 
mind the hon. and gallant Member that 
several concessions were made only last 
year to this class, and I am not prepared 
to go beyond them now. 


SCOTTISH POSTAL AND TELEGRAPH 
SERVICE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
‘to the Treasury, as representing the 
| Postmaster General, having regard to the 
|fact that a Return recently published 
| shows that for the year 1900-1901 the 





No, Sir; the overtime rate is based on | sum of £1,677,000 was collected in Scot- 
the ordinary pay of the watchers, and I|}and in respect of the postal and tele- 
do not think that there are sufficient | praph services, will he explain why only 
reasons for increasing it. The suggested | ¢) 359 000. was expended on Scottish 
rate of 8d. an hour is that given to boat- | post sien cavvibie during the year 
imen, whose ordinary pay and duties | ; 


-are higher than those of watchers. | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: On 
‘behalf of the hon. Member for West 
Newington, I beg te ask the Secretary 
‘to the Treasury whether, seeing that 


«ustoms’ watchers are brought into 


contact with the general public more | 


frequently than hitherto, he will consider 
tthe advisability of supplying them with 
‘@ full suit of uniform once a year and an 
overcoat ence in three years, instead of 
with a jacket and eap only. 


| The Postmaster General is not prepared 
| to admit that the ratio of the expenditure 
to the revenue of the Post Office in Scot- 
land should be higher than it is. The 
sum of £325,000, being the difference 
between the figures mentioned in the 
question, represents the amount con- 
tributed by Scotland through the Post 
Office to the Exchequer during the past 
financial year. The corresponding 
amount contributed by England was 
£4,120,000. In England the working 
| expenses of the post offices were 72 per 





praetor ge neo ormaennse Cilla: cent. of the revenue, whilst in Scotland 
‘gi . : 7 : 
Sir; the adoption of this proposal would they were 81 per cent. of the revenue 


involve an increased charge of about 


In other words, the working expenses 


‘£1,500 a year, without, it is considered, | . 
eearebick, were 9 per cent. greater in Scotland 


-any advantage to the public. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: On| 
‘behalf of the hon. Member for West | 
Newington, I beg to ask the Secretary | 
‘to the Treasury whether he could see his | 
way to extend to the eustoms’ watchers 
similar privileges with respect to annual 
deave to those enjoyed by almost all those 
in receipt of the same rate of wages in | 
the Customs Department — namely, | 
twelve or fourteen days in addition to | 


‘the seven compulsory publie holidays. _| 
| 


than in England. It is also to be noted 
that while the postage on letters from 
Scotland to places abroad is reckoned as 
revenue of the Scotch Post Office, no part 
of the cost of conveyance of such letters 
beyond this country is debited to that 


LONDON TELEPHONE SERVICE. 
Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
in view of the fact that the Government 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | metropolitan telephone service is expected 


No, Sir, I regret that I cannot see my 
way to accept this proposal. The present 


to be available for the public in the 
autumn, will he state in what districts 
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the service will be commenced, and when 
it is proposed to extend the service to the 
east end of London ; and is he yet in a 
position to announce the scale of tele- 
phone tariff. 


MR. 
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| CLYDE MUSSEL BEDS. 
| Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
‘the Lord Advocate whether he is aware 
that the Port Glasgow mussel beds cover 


| 4,000 acres, and are let for £1 a year to 
| Dr. Fullarton, a former official of the- 


228: 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN :/ Fishery Board; that the Board pays 


It is hoped to begin the connection of | £100 a year to Colonel MacDonald for 


subscribers in October with the central | 


the lease of the Rossie mussel beds, 


exchange, which will serve the City and| which only extend to 45 acres; and 
a considerable district to the west, and in| whether he can explain this seeming 
the course of the autumn or early next | disparity in value. 


year exchanges at Westminster, Kensing- 


ton, Chiswick, Putney, Wimbledon, 
Kingston, and Richmond will become 
available for use. The Postmaster 


General is not in a position to name 


definite dates for the extension of the 
system to the various districts of East 


London. The rates of subscription will 
be announced as soon as subscribers can 


be invited to join the system. 


PORT GLASGOW FISHERMEN’S RIGHTS. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask | 


the Lord Advocate whether any attempts 
were made to secure the co-operation of 
the fishermen of Port Glasgow in carry- 
ing out the recommendations made in 


the Report of the Committee of 1889 


' *Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : The part of 
| the Clyde mussel bed let to Dr. Fullarton 
| does not extend to more than half the 
|area stated in the question. The re- 
| mainder is perfectly free to everybody. 
The rent charged by the Fishery Board 
| to the lessee is the rent charged to them- 
‘selves by the Board of Trade. The- 
| lessee is also bound by the terms of his 

lease to conditions which entail a large- 
|initial expenditure in resuscitating the 
depleted bed, and to spend any surplus. 
profit beyond a reasonable return on 

| capital so expended in the further im- 

| provement of the bed to the satisfaction 
|of the Fishery Board, the sole object 

| being the cultivation and improvement 


| of the bed in the interests and at the 


before depriving them of rights which | urgent request of the line fishermen of 
had been theirs from time immemorial | geotland. The statement contained in 


and which had been confirmed by the | 
law courts. 


*TuHe SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): Before the sub-lease 
of the beds was drawn up the Fishery 
Board received a joint deputation from 
the Port Glasgow and Greenock Town 
Councils, and at the conference its pro- 
posed terms were discussed and amended 
in various directions to meet objections 
made in the interests of local fishermen, 
after which the councils expressed their 
approval of and satisfact on with the 
course which was subsequently followed 
by the Board in the matter. The legal 
rights of the local fishermen as against 
the Crown are now sub judice, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask if 
the terms of the Fishery Act were com- 
plied with before this sub-contract was 
agreed to ? 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : I must ask 
for notice of that question. 


| the second paragraph is not accurate. 
| The Board have nothing to do with the 
Rossie mussel bed. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Can the hon. 
Gentleman say what steps Dr. Fullarton: 
has taken to improve the cultivation of 
these mussel beds 2 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : 
able to say at this moment. 


I am not 


HIGHER ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education: 
whether he can state how many applica- 
| tions for the recognition of schools as: 
higher elementary schools have beem 
received by the Board of Education, how 
many such applications have been 
granted, and how many such schools are 
now upon the annual grant list. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): Applications 
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have been received for the recognition of 
forty-seven schools as higher elementary 
schools. Eighteen of these schools have 
been placed on the Annual Grant List ; 
about eight more will shortly beapproved; 
seven have been refused (London— 
four, Burnley, Grimsby, York), and the 
remainder are under consideration. In 
addition to the forty-seven above named, 
applications have been received for per- 
mission to build thirteen new schools as 
higher elementary schools ; six of these 
have been approved (Carlisle, Swindon 
Colwyn Bay, Reading, London—two), 
the remainder being still under con- 
sideration. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL—LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES AND SCHOOL BOARDS. 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R.): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he will state in what form the 
consent of the local authority to the carry- 
ing on of classes and schools in accordance 
with the Education (No. 2) Bill will be 
given to school boards, so that they may 
satisfy the Government auditor that such 
classes and schools are legally main- 
tained, and will he suggest a form for such 
consent ; if a local authority on its own 
initiative passes a general permission for 
the continuance of schools and classes, 
will the entry of a resolution to that effect 
on the minutes of the authority be suffi- 
cient warrant for all payments connected 
therewith. 


qo estate 


Sm J. GORST: Any evidence that 
would satisfy the auditor that consent 
had been given would be sufficient. No 
particular form is necessary. The answer 
to the last paragraph is in the affirmative. 


LEEDS SCHOOL BOARD AND HIGHER 
EDUCATION. 


Mr. JACKSON (Leeds, N.): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether any 
arrangement has yet been come to by the 
City Council and the school board 
of Leeds as to the continuance of schools 
affected by the Cockerton judgment. 


Sir J. GORST: I have been informed 
by the chairman of the Finance Com- 
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mittee of the Leeds City Council that the- 
following resolution has been passed— 
‘*That the application of the School Board. 
for the authority and indemnity of the Leeds 
City Council to enable them to continue their 
schools declared by the Cockerton judgment 
to be illegal be granted subject to their under- 
taking to comply with any suggestion for the- 
avoidance of the overlapping.” 
I am also informed that there never was. 
any friction foreshadowed, and none will 
arise unless deliberately promoted by the: 
school board. 


EDUCATION SUB-INSPECTORS. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Vice-- 
President of the Committee of Council on. 
Education whether any men_ sub-in- 
spectors have been promoted to the junior = 
inspectorate ; and, if not, is it the inten-- 
tion of the Board of Education to withhold. 
such promotion from them, even from: 
those who enteredjthe service by ex- 
amination and are graduates of a British. 
university. 


Sir J. GORST: The promotion of sub-- 
inspectors would be to inspectorships,. 
not to junior inspectorships. 


LIMERICK AND KERRY TRAIN SERVICE... 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that a resolution was unani- 
mously adopted by the town commis- 
sioners of Newcastle West, in  the- 
county of Limerick, calling attenr. 
tion to the public inconvenience- 
caused by the Great Southern and. 
Western Railway Company neglect- 
ing to provide a more improved ser- 
vice between Limerick and Kerry, andi 
stating that it was on the faith ands 
guarantee of said company that a better- 
train service and facilities to the public- 
would be given that the representative 
bodies in the south of Ireland along the- 
system favoured this amalgamation ; and: 
whether, in view of these facts, he will see- 
that the Great Southern and Western: 
Company provide a better service. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): There 
has been no material alteration, and 
therefore, I conclude, no improvement 
on the section of line referred to. It iss. 
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however, only right to add that extensive | consignments of butter were taken from 
improvements have been effected in other | Newcastle West, county Limerick, to 
parts of the system since the amalgama-| London within eighteen hours, and that, 
tion. I am not aware that any under- | between the dates 18th April and 26th 
ttaking was given by this company to the | June of this year, twelve similar con- 
specific effect mentioned prior to the | signments of his from Newcastle West to 
amalgamation, but the general manager | London on twelve different dates were 
has always shown the fullest desire to | not delivered until four or five days after 
consult the convenience of the travelling | shipment ; and, if found to be correct, 
public, and will, I have no doubt, exhibit whether he will take any and, if so, what 
it in that case. /action to induce or compel the Great 
| Southern and Western Company to give 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): May I ask | a better service to the public, so that 
-if the right hon. Gentleman is aware that [Irish farm and other products may be 
uit was owing to a certain rn promise | expedited to English markets. 


that the peopl i i 
eee ee eer een aes Winds T ane ik yet th 
position to answer this question. 


their objection to the amalgamation, and 
that that promise has never been, 


fulfilled. | Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: You have 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that | had ten days notice. 
I am not aware of it. | 


CORK COURT VALUER. 


Mr. FLAVIN ; Well, Iam; the pro- Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
“mise was made, and they will have to §.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
keep it. | the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
| he is aware that a Mr. Martin is court 

CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD EX. _ Valuer for Judge Bird in the west riding 
PENDITURE IN WEST KERRY. | of the county of Cork, who was valuing 

for the landlords in the county Cork 


mpg eerie sry ena eri ‘since 1881, and whether steps will be 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to : 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | t®ken to replace him by a court valuer 
he will state the annual amount ex-| less prominently identified with the land- 
pended by the Congested Districts Board lord interest in the past. 
in the parliamentary division of West’ Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed that 
Kerry during 4 the past six years, how | prior to Mr. Martin’s nomination to act 
many applications for grants have been | as county court valuer in the year 1900 
‘made, how many refused, and the reasons he acted as valuer for landlords in the 
‘for such refusal. | county Cork, but that since his appoint- 
‘Gon _ |ment he has not valued for either land- 
_ Mr. WYNDHAM: This information | Jords or tenants. The Land Commis- 
a8 being collected, and I hope to com- | gioners have the fullest confidence in him 
municate it to the hon. Member in a) as an impartial valuer. The Land Con- 
~day or two. ‘missioners do not nominate valuers to 
| serve under particular county court 
CARRIAGE OF BUTTER ON IRISH | judges. The latter make their own 
RAILWAYS. ' selection from the list. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to | A 
-ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord; Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is yet in a| Gentleman aware that there is not a 
position to state what is the result of the | single land valuer in ae has not 
inquiry by the Department of Agricul-| been recommended by the landlords ? 
ture into the statement of Mr. Herbert 
Sullivan, of Curramore, Broadford,| [No answer was returned.] 


Charleville, a butter exporter, to the | 
-effect that before the amalgamation of | [RISH .LANGUAGE—CENSUS RETURNS. 


the Great Southern and Western andthe| Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
Waterford and Limerick Railways his | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he could 
present to the House as soon as possible 
the recent census Returns dealing with 
the Irish language. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Information on 
this subject will be furnished in the 
Census-books, which will be published 
separately for each county as the work of 
tabulation progresses. The first of these 
county books will, it is expected, be 
issued in September. It would not be 
possible, for the purpose suggested, to 
extract from the Returns information 
under a particular head without in- | 
curring very considerable additional 
expenditure and delaying the issue of the 
general Reports. 


TIPPERARY WATER CHARGE AREAS. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that, prior to the passing of the Local 
Government Act, 1898, the Tipperary | 
Board of Guardians unanimously agreed, 
by resolution, to provide a water supply 
at Killeenagaline, in the Rodus electoral 
division of the Tipperary union, to meet 
the requirements of the children from the 
electoral divisions of Rodus and Temple- 
braden attending the schools close by ; 
whether he is aware that the guardians 
fixed the area of charge on the electoral 
divisions of Rodus (county Tipperary) 
and Templebraden (county Limerick), 
whieh were then portions of the Tipperary | 
union, but which, since the passing of the | 
Act, have been divided between No. 1 
and No. 2 Rural District Councils ; and 
that the work has been abandoned, 
though the well has been sunk to a 
depth of 50 feet, in consequence of the 
Sanitary Order of May, 1899, fixing the 
entire liability on No. 1 (county Tip- 
perary) District Council, though the 
school for the use of which the water | 
supply was intended is within the area | 
of No. 2 (county Limerick) District 
Council ; and whether the original reso- 
lution, then sanctioned by the Local | 
Government Board, fixing the area “4 
«harge on the two electoral divisions, | 
will stand, so as to enable the work to be | 
completed. 


Mi, WYNDHAM: The facts are as 
stated in the first and second paragraphs, 
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except that there was no obligation on 
the district council to abandon the work 
in consequence of the Order of May, 
1899, and that the water was not supplied 
exclusively for the use of the school 
referred to. The Board did not sanction 
the area originally suggested, nor would 
it have power to require the Tipperary 
No. 2 Rural District Council to contribute 
to the cost of a work situated in an 
adjoining rural district. The question 
of the particular area of charge will, 
however, be reconsidered when the 
Board is in possession of the views of the 
local authorities generally, which were 
invited by a circular issued yesterday. 


SUMMARY POWERS OF IRISH 
MAGISTRATES. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that two men named Kerins and 
McManus were arrested in Ballymote, 
Sligo, on the evening of the 17th instant, 
and tried before Mr. Crean, R.M., at a 
special court held at 11.30 p.m. in the 
police barrack the same night; that 
Kerins, on being lodged in the station, 
was told by Constable Reilly that had he 
known who he was he would not have 
been arrested, and that both men were 
sentenced to three months imprisonment, 
McManus being hurriedly conveyed to 
Sligo Gaol without having had time to 
procure bail; and whether the circum- 
stances surrounding these arrests will 
be inquired into by the authorities. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The language at- 
tributed to Constable Reilly could not 
have been, and as a matter of fact was not 
used by him, inasmuch as the man Kerins 
was well known to the constable. 
McManus was unable to procure bail until 
the second day after his arrest. With 
regard to the remainder of the question, 
I have nothing to add to the replies 
already given by me and my right hon. 
friend the Attorney General. The cir- 
cumstances surrounding the arrests have 
been fully inquired into by the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Was this 
court held at midnight? Is it not the 
fact that these unfortunate men had 
no opportunity of calling evidence for 
the defence ? 


— — 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : That was gone into 
fully the other day. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : My memory 
is defective. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The men were 
taken before a magistrate immediately 
they were arrested. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And one 
was sent to prison for three months. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
question has been fully answered. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Is the 
Lord Lieutenant satisfied with the 
legal knowledge of this military magis- 
trate 4 


The 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Any 
oie question must be given notice 
of. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
But we want to know whether the 
public were admitted to this court. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I endeavoured to 
explain the other day that it was not a 
court in the ordinary sense of the term. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT CLONA- 
KILTY. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a scheme embracing fifty- 
nine cottages was recently approved of 
by the Rural District Council of Clona- 
kilty, and that thirteen out of fifty-nine 
were subsequently rejected by the Local 
(;overnment Board; can he state the 
grounds of the rejection of these thirteen 
cottages, and will steps be taken to 
ascertain whether the rejected number 
may yet be included in the proposed 
scheme. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reason for the 
rejection of the proposed cottages re- 
ferred to was that a number of existing 
cottages had been illegally let to black- 
smiths, masons, carpenters, traders, and 
others who were not agricultural 
labourers. These existing cottages should 
be made available for agricultural 
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labourers, and the Local Government 
Board cannot under the circumstances 


add to the number of cottages already 
approved. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY asked if it . 
were not the case that ina great many 
cases these persons worked on the land 
during a portion of the year ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member if he wants further details. 
must put a fresh question down. 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD'S. 
WORK. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to. 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord, 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the number of acres of land pur- 
chased by the Congested Districts Board 
from February, 1900, to the present date, 
dividing them into the number of acres 
which have been striped, and sold to 
tenants, the number of acres unstriped. 
and in the hands of the Congested 
Districts Board, and the number of acres: 
striped but still in the hands of the 
Congested Districts Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The information 
desired by the hon. Member will take 
some little time to prepare. Perhaps 
he will repeat the question on Friday next. 


COLONEL FINCH’S COONAGH ESTATE. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
some time ago preparations were made 
to sell to the tenants, under the fortieth 
section of the Land Act of 1896, the 
property of Colonel Finch, situate at 
Coonagh, in the north liberties of 
Limerick city; can he say how far 
arrangements were carried on, and 
would he recommend that sale to the 
tenants be carried out on a price to be 
fixed by the valuers of the Land Pur- 
chase Commissioners. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that a request has ‘been issued by the 
land judge for an inspection in this case 
under the fortieth section of the Act of 
1896. Iam inquiring when it is expected 
the inspection will be carried out. Per- 
haps the hon. Member will repeat! his: 
question on Monday. fig 
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APJOHN’S ESTATE, LIMERICK. 

Mr. LUNDON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland what progress has been made 
since the 1st day of January last to bring 
goasale under the fortieth section of the 
Act of 1896 the property of the late 
Michael Marshall Lloyd Apjohn, on the 
townlands of Garrison, Nicker, Dromin- 
buoy, Ballyvoneen, and Garrane, all in 
the parish of Grean, county Limerick ; 
and is he aware that within the last ten 
days an eviction has taken place whilst the 
tenants are in negotiation, or at least 
preparing for a purchase oftheir holdings, 
and is he prepared to expedite the pur- 
chase proceedings so as to prevent further 
evictions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The solicitors 
having carriage of the sale of this estate 
have been communicated with, but so 
far their reply has not been received. I 
would ask that the question be repeated 
on Monday. 
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WATERFORD, LIMERICK AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY FRIENDLY SOCIETY. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the cause of the delay in the winding 
up of the affairs of the Waterford, 
Limerick, and Western Railway Friendly 
Society, and will each member of it be 
paid the amount due to him according to 
the registered rules. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Notice of the inten- 
tion to dissolve the society was pub- 
lished in the Dublin Gazette of 14th 
June, and the dissolution will take effect 
after the expiration of three months 
from that date, unless proceedings are 
taken in the meantime to set aside the 
dissolution. I understand the reply to 
the second inquiry is in the affirmative. 


DALKEY REVISION COURT. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland whether the Lord Lieutenant 
is guided solely by revising barristers as 
to the places where revision courts are to 
be held ; whether he is aware that, in 
regard to Dalkey, the opinion of the 
revising barristers is opposed to that 
expressed through the elected representa- 
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tives of the localities interested; and 
whether, under these circumstancesg 
the application to hold a revision court in 
Dalkey will be reconsidered. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The reply to the first question is 
in the negative. The opinion of the 
Dalkey Urban Council, which does not 
represent the entire polling district, 
was no doubt in favour of the establish- 
ment of such a court. The Lord Lieu- 


tenant will, of course, be quite ready to 
consider any further representations 
that may be made to him on the subject. 


CAHIRCIVEEN MAILS. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the train which 
is timed to arrive at Cahirciveen, county 
Kerry, at 2.20 p.m. every day during the- 
summer months, runs in direct commu- 
nication with the train which conveys 
the mails to Killarney and Tralee, and 
whether arrangements will be made 
whereby the mails will be conveyed to 
Cahirciveen by this train and distributed 
there instead of being delayed for nearly 
four hours; and whether he is aware 
that if such an arrangement is carried 
out, correspondents in that town will be 
enabled thereby to send replies by the 
evening mail. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : As 
stated by the hon. Member,the train due 
at Cahirciveen at 2.20 p.m. during the 
summer months runs in direct connection 
with the train conveying the mails to 
Killarney and Tralee. Instructions have 
now been given, as desired, for a mail to 
Cahirciveen to be sent by the train in 
question from the Ist of August. Corre- 
spondents in the town receiving the 
letters by the new mail will be able to 
send replies by the evening mail. 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. TULLY : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is 
aware that Michael Dalton was declared 
contractor for artificers’ work for Boyle, 
Carrick, and Sligo barracks from 7th 
April, 1900, to 31st March, 1903 ; and 
that he was made the object of attacks 
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and reports to the War Office by inte- 
rested parties ; and whether he can state 


on what grounds notice has been served 
to terminate Dalton’s contract. 


Lorp STANLEY: Mr. Dalton was 
given three months notice to terminate 
his contract on the recommendation 
of the general officer commanding the 
forces in Ireland because he was dilatory 
in carrying out orders, thereby causing 
much inconvenience to the troops. 


BRIGHTON VALE (IRELAND) MARTELLO 
TOWER. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can 
explain why the martello tower situated 
at Brighton Vale, within the Blackrock 
Urban Council district, was put up for 
sale ; and, seeing that no other in Ireland 
was sold, whether he will consider the 
advisability of returning the amount so 
realised to the local authorities who 
purchased in the public interest. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
has been given a full answer on this sub- 
ject by letter, which he is at liberty to 
publish. I have nothing to add to it. 


METHOD OF TAKING DIVISIONS, 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
amount of time now spent in the 
Division Lobbies under our present 
system of dividing, he will cause inquiry 
to be made into the various methods 
of taking divisions which obtain in the 
different Parliaments of the world, 
and will otherwise procure such in- 
formation as will enable him to take into 
consideration the question whether some 
process of recording votes, more ex- 
peditious, but equally accurate, might 
with advantage be adopted. 


THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I am perfectly aware that the time 
now taken in divisions is very often 
time not well spent, and that a quicker 
method of taking the sense of the House 
would be very convenient. I am quite 
ready to make inquiries, or, at least, to 
ask the Foreign Office if they. can carry 
out such inquiries as my hon. friend 
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desires in foreign countries ; but I may 
remind him that in the House an experi- 
ment was made, at the instance, [ 
believe, of my right hon. friend the 
Home Secretary, some years ago by which 
undoubtedly the speed of divisions was. 
hastened, but at that time the experi- 
ment was not found to be a success, 
I am not sure, however, that it might 
not be attempted again. 


Mr. BECKETT: Is it not the fact 
that the only objection came from the 
Whips ? 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) asked whether, on leaving the 
division lobbies, hon. Members. might: 
not be allowed to pass through one of the 
doors which it was: the custom not to 
lock, so that if they wished to leave 
the building they might not have to. 
take a circuitous route. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should not 
like to answer that question off-hand. 
In this matter there are wheels within: 
wheels. 


GRANT TO LORD ROBERTS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he can say on what day 
the Vote of a grant to Lord Roberts 
will be moved, and whether on the day 
— it will be the business of the 

ay. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ihave reason 
to believe that I shall be commanded 
to bring a Royal Message to the House 
on Monday in connection with this. 
matter ; if that be so, I shall propose 
that the matter should be taken into: 
consideration in Committee of Supply 
on Wednesday next, when it will be: 
the first Order. 


TEACHERS (SECURITY OF TENURE) 
BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord ‘of the Treasury whether he can 
say when the Teachers (Security of 
Tenure) Bill will be introduced. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope it will 
be introduced in the course of next 
week. 
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NAVAL WORKS BILL. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury can 
he now say definitely when the Com- 
mittee on the Naval Works Bill will be 
taken, and will he undertake’ that, 
when taken, it shall be placed in such 
a position among the Orders of the Day 
as will ensure that the discussion thereon 
shall be taken at a reasonably early 
hour of the evening. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think my 
hon. friend has a perfect right to have a 
discussion on this Bill on a desirable 
day ; but I am not quite sure upon what 
stage it would be most desirable to have 
it. For my own part, I shall propose the 
Second Reading or the Committee stage 
as an appropriate time, and I hope the 
House will not ask for a prolonged 
discussion, except on one of the stages 
of the Bill. I shall be glad to find out 
what stage will suit hon. Gentlemen 
best. 


AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS’  COT- 
TAGES—CONDITIONS OF TENURE. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 

Lord of the Treasury whether he is 

aware of the condition of tenure of agri- 

cultural labourers in their cottages ; and 
will he consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing legislation on the subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not pro- 
pose any legislation on the subject. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I wish to ask a ques- 
tion as to business. It is understood 
that the first business on Monday will 
be the Agricultural Rating Bill, which 
the right hon. Gentleman knows excites 
very strong feeling, at least on this side 
of the House. I would venture to say 
that, while a general desire would be 
felt to have a discussion on the Second 
Reading on the large question involved, 
I do not think that discussion need 
extend beyond one night, if the Govern- 
ment could make q little alteration in 
the Bill itself. One element in the Bill 
which greatly intensifies, opposition to 
it is its indeterminate character. If the 


{26 JuLy 1901} 





Questions. 


right hon. Gentleman will say that a 
reasonable limit shall be placed on the- 
operation of the Bill, I think it may: 
greatly facilitate progress. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to. 
the right hon. Gentleman I have to say - 
this. If I rightly understand him, he 
thinks there might be an amicable - 
arrangement about this Bill, provided. 
only that some modification were made 
in that part of the Bill which he ade- 
quately describes as giving its duration 
an indeterminate character. Of course, 
I cannot now discuss the merits of the 
Rating Bill, but I may say that the view 
of the Government in regard to it is 
that the amount of relief given to the two 
classes dealt with ought to be permanent 
in its character ; and, so far as we are 
concerned, we shall take care—if I may 
venture to put it in that way—that it - 
is so. But we have always said that the - 
actual machinery by which the injustice 
now suffered, or that was originally 
suffered, has been remedied is essentially 
imperfect machinery. But there are 
injustices under the present Rating Act, 
and imperfections in the rating system : 
have been further exposed by the Report 
of the Commission just laid on the Table 
of the House, while that Report points 
the way to a method for remedying them. 
In the circumstances we could never 
contemplate that this Bill as drafted . 
could be a permanent settlement of the 
question, and there are actual phrases 
in the Bill which indicate that view of 
the Government. Even if the Bill were 
passed in its present form we should 
feel ourselves bound to take steps to 
legislate further at no"very distant date. 
In the circumstances, if, as I understand, 
it really would conduce to a general 
agreement on this question that a time 
limit should be put in the Bill, we shall | 
be quite prepared to consider the matter. 
It would be perfect’'madness to make 
that time limit too short; it would 
defeat the object of those who desire the 
limit, because, if the pressure of other 
important legislative work should pre- 
vent us from carrying through such legis- 
lation within a brief period, we should 
have to pass another measure, which 
would be postponing, instead of accelerat- 
ing, the final settlement of this vexed and 
difficult question. But at a later date— - 





243 Business of 


within, say, the next four or five years— 
the Government would be prepared to 
-deal with the subject. We shall take 
-care to introduce into the Bill a limita- 
tion of that kind, provided it is under- 
stood that we spend not more than a 
night in discussing the general principle 
and the Report of the Commission ; the 
‘subsequent stages being regarded as 
practically non-contentious. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
‘The right hon. Gentleman is rather 
vague when he speaks of four or five 
years. I should have thought myself 
‘three - years would be enough. Ad- 
mitting that next year may be already 
mortgaged to a great extent, you might 
-still allow two years for the purpose. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Shall we, in 
-order to meet the right hon. Gentleman, 
split the difference, and say four years ? 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


S:r H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have another question to put to the 
right hon. Gentleman, which I hope may 
have the same satisfactory and amicable 
result. It is with regard to the Educa- 
‘tion Minute, which is exciting a great 
deal of feeling. The time for the Minute 
‘to lay on the Table will expire at the end 
of next week, and I would suggest that 
its consideration should be taken as the 
first business on Thursday with the Edu- 
cation Estimates. Considering the 
special circumstances of the case and that 
i: ees of Damocles is hanging over 
the heads of those who object, I think this 
would be a generous and charming con- 
-cession. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I have 
already expressed to the House my view 
‘that it is desirable that some opportunity 
should be taken to dissipate the miscon- 
ceptions which have collected around 
the Minute ; but if I do not at once accede 
to the request it is because I am very 
anxious to bring the session to a close 
‘without undue strain upon the attend- 
ance of Members. I do not think it prac- 
ticable to have a long discusion on the 
Third Reading of the Education Bill and 
another long debate on the Minute. 
Could not part of the time which would 
otherwise be given to the Education Bill 
be devoted tothe Minute? | 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
suggested that Tuesday might be 
convenient. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I will not pledge 
myself at the moment, but I hope that an 
arrangement may be arrived at by which 
debate may be shortened and répetitions 
of discussions on the Education Bill 
avoided. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: What busi- 
ness will be taken on Tuesday in view of 
this happy arrangement between the two 
right hon. Gentlemen ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I think it would 
be convenient to take two or three abso- 
lutely non-contentious and formal Bills 
as the first business, following these by 
the Light Railways Bill, which is not 
likely to lead to long debate ; and the re- 
mainder of the sitting might be given 
to the Third Reading of the Education 
Bill, but if the Education Minute is sub- 
stituted for that Bill perhaps everybody 
will be satisfied. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : Seeing that 
there aretwenty five Irish Votes, involving 
a sum of nearly six millions, still undis- 
cussed, might not Tuesday be given for 
Irish Votes in Committee of Supply ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the number 
of days for Supply were increased the 
gain in Parliamentary time would be 
extremely small. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When vill 
the discusion on the Naval Works Bill 
be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope it win 
be next week, but it is undesirable yet to 
stereotype the business. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : Is the 
Colonial Vote to be taken next Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Sir J. BRUNNER (Cheshire, North- 
wich): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
kindly take into consideration a sugges- 
tion that some slight modification in the 
Education Minufe, reducing what we con- 
sider its hardship, would greatly tend to 
shorten the discussion ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I am not aware 
of any proposed alteration, but I will 
consult my right hon. friend. 


RULINGS IN COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I desire to 
put a question to you, Mr. Speaker, as 
‘bearing upon the protection of the rights 
and privileges of members. I am aware 
that you are unable to take cognisance 
of what takes place in Committee of 
Supply, but will you say if there is any 
method of challenging a ruling of the 
Deputy-Chairman given last night, 
and which appears to have been 
«contrary to practice and calculated to 
unduly shield Ministers from criticism ? 
Could such a ruling be challenged in any 
other way than by motion ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am not aware of 
‘any other method. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then I beg 
“to give notice of a’ motion in the following 
terms :—‘‘ That this House disagrees 
with the ruling of Mr. Stuart Wortley as 
Deputy-Chairman on Thursday that 
criticism of the manner and method of 
response by the Secretary of State for 
War to questions addressed to him in 
reference to matters in his department 
are out of order in discussion in Com- 
mittee of Supply on a motion for the 
‘reduction of the Secretary of State’s 
salary, inasmuch as it is subversive of free 
discussion, contrary to practice, and a 
grave infringement of the rights of 
-members.”’ 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Finance 
‘Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An #Act to enable Day Industrial 
Schools to be established in Ireland.”’ 
Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill 
[Lords]. 


BEER BILL. 


Ordered, That the Order of the 26th 
June that the Beer Bill be committed 
‘to the Standing Committee on Law, etc., 
-be read and discharged, and that the Bill 
be withdrawn. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, etc., with Amendments. 


Report to.lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 288.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 288.] 


Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
Committee), to be considered upon Mon- 
day next, and to be printed. [Bill 276.] 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF SOLDIERS 
AND SAILORS. 
Report, with Minutes of Evidence and 
an Appendix from the Joint Committee, 
brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 289.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure :— 
Mr. Craig, Mr. Flower, Mr. Galloway, 
Mr. Murnaghan, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. 
Richards, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. 
Herbert Roberts, and Mr. Samuel Young; 
and had appointed in _ substitution: 
Mr. Clancy, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. 
Graham, Mr. James Heath, Mr. Jordan, 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Sir Benjamin Stone, 
Mr. Ure, and Captain Norton. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRE- 
LAND) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 275.] 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Ordered, That the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills do examine 
the London Water Bill, with respect 
to compliance with the Standing Orders 
relative to Private Bills—(Sir John 
Blundell Maple.) 


K 
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SUPPLY [19TH ALLOTTED Day). 
Considered in Committee— 
(In the Committee.) 


{[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 


Civit Service ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 
Crass IL. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £47,076, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray tl.e charge 
which will come in course of payment | 
during the year ending on the 31st day of | 
March, 1902, for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Department of His Majesty’s 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs.”’ 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he and hon. 
Members who agreed with him that the 
combination of the two offices of Prime 
Minister and Foreign Secretary was a 
disadvantage to the country regarded 
the appointment of Lord Lansdowne as 
Foreign Secretary as a gain to the opinion 
they expressed and as an advantage 
to the country. But his tenure of office 
had fallen upon unfortunate days. The 
shadow of the war in South Africa was | 
over our relations with other Powers. 
Count von Biilow had made two speeches 
in the German Reichstag with regard 
to the relations between ourselves and 
foreign Powers. Referring to our posi- 
tion in the world, he had stated that we 
had made unsuccessful and, as he evi- 
dently intended people to think, some- 
what clumsy attempts to obtain an 
alliance with Germany. He had also 
said that at the time of the telegram 
from the German Emperor to Kruger 
Germany was prepared to act with France 
and Russia. That ominous statement, 
pointing to a source of great danger 
to this country, was made in connection 
with the proposals he was recommending 
for a large increase of the German fleet, 
which he declared was intended to 
strengthen the power of Germany against 
this country in such circumstances in the 
future. These statements, coming from 
a very powerful quarter, were ominous 
with regard to our position in the world, 
and unpleasant as regarded our relations 
with other Powers. They pointed, he 
thought, not to fatuity on the part of the 
Foreign Office, but to that depression 
of our influence throughout the world 
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which had been probably the necessary 
consequence of our entanglement in 
South Africa. Last year, when the 
Foreign Office Vote was discussed, he 
and several other Members joined in 
bringing to the attention of the Com- 
mittee two matters in connection with 
our relations with foreign Powers. On 
the present occasion he proposed in the 
same way to take two subjects as typical. 
of our foreign affairs during the year, 
In passing, however, he might mention 
one of the two subjects discussed last 
year, and one which had now passed from 
a position in which it could be usefully dis- 
cussed—namely, our disgraceful failure, 
as he considered it, to obtain compensa- 
tion for the killing of British officers and 
men at Waima in 1893. It was curious 
to note that for two years in succession, 
just before the Foreign Office Vote came 
up for discussion, a step was taken in the 
matter, which, in the meantime, had 
slumbered. That had again happened, 
probably accidentally, on the present 
occasion, because it was only on Thursday 
of last week that definite steps were taken 
towards the arbitration that was to take 
place between France and ourselves, so: 
that the arbitration which was promised 
last year, and foreshadowed the year 
before, had become an accomplished fact 
just previous to the Foreign Office Vote- 
coming on. 

The first of the two matters upon 
which he intended to speak was one 
which stood in a most unsatisfactory 
position as regarded the information 
given by the Government and possessed 
by the House of Commons. He had 
frequently joined with others in bringing 
before the Committee the absolutely dis- 
creditable nature of the government of 
the Congo State. It was not a matter of 
a foreign government in the ordinary 
sense of the word. We were doubly re- 
sponsible for that government—in the 
first place, as one of the Powers that, in 
the name of civilisation, brought it into 
existence ; and, in the second place, be- 


cause we had already leased to that State: 


territory over which we had control. 
It was hardly necessary to remind the 
Committee of the horrible nature of that 
government. It was the opinion of the 
Foreign Office that, horrible as it is, it had 
become better than was formerly the 
case. That was undoubtedly true as re- 


‘garded the coast district and the parts. 
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commonly visited by travellers, and the | the statement, but the Belgian Govern- 


government of the piece we had leased to 
the Congo State had never been bad. 
That enclave was full of troops, kept 
there in connection with schemes of 
interference on the Abyssinian side of the 
Nile. The Committee would remember 
that, under the arrangement of 1894, this 
country leased to the Congo State two 
territories under different terms of lease, 
and the Congo State leased one territory 
to us. But France and Germany inter- 
fered, and we had not received the con- 
sideration for our grants, the twenty-five 
kilométre strip between the Lakes Tan- 
ganyika and Albert Edward. He asked 
the Government to tell the Committee 
something more definite as to their 
present negotiations with the Congo 
State. The official position of that State 
was that both the leases remained, and 
that not only were they in possession of 
the Lado enclave, but were entitled 
to the territory which we leased to them 
in 1894—namely, the whole of the Bahr- 
el-Ghazal country. On 24th May he 
asked the Under Secretary of State 
whether the Government would under- 
take not to conclude any arrangement 
with the Congo State by which a privi- 


leged position would be conferred on that 
State in any further British or Egyptian 


territory without the previous knowledge 
of Parliament. He was not one of those 
who were disposed to say or to think that 
the Foreign Office purposely tried to 
mislead Parliament, but on that par- 
ticular occasion the answer of the noble 
Lord was certainly not only ambiguous, 
but—and he thought the Committee 
would agree when he read it—purposely 
so. That answer was— 

“Tam not able to give a general undertak- 
ing, but the Government have no intention of 
conferring on the Congo State privileges of 
greater value or extent than those to which 
they are already entitled.” 

“To which they are already entitled ” 
was the whole question, because the 
Congo State maintained that they were 
entitled to the Bahr-el-Ghazal. His view 
was that, as this country had never ob- 
tained the consideration for which these 
leases were made, it was monstrous to 
suggest that the Congo State had any 
right over the Bahr-el-Ghazal. On 6th 
October, 1898, Lord Salisbury made a 
most unfortunate statement in a dispatch 
on this question. The context explained 














ment would not read the context, and 
the words as they stood alone were cer- 
tainly unhappily chosen. Lord Salis- 
bury, in that despatch, said— 


“The arrangement with the King of the 
Belgians has never been repudiated or annulled 
by England.” 


The context showed that his meaning 
was not as general as the words seemed. 
to imply, but those were the words the 
Belgians quoted, and which they con- 
sidered to be a renewal of the arrange- 
ment of 1894. On 9th of May this year 
the noble Lord admitted that negot.a- 
tions on this subject were taking place 
with the Congo State, and he (the right 
hon. Baronet) desired to maintain with 
the greatest vigour of which he was 
capable that it was undoubtedly the duty 
of the Government to tell the Committee 
what those negotiations were or what 
they concerned, and that such a settle- 
ment as was stated to have been arrived 
at in the papers of that morning, but 
which he did not think could be the fact, 
should not be made behind the backs of 
the House of Commons. The Congo 
Government was a disgraceful Govern- 
ment, and, with our present knowledge, 
it would be a monstrous thing if we 
handed over to it additional native tribes 
which were now under our rule. The 
rights of Egypt had always been main- 
tained on this question, but on 9th May 
the noble Lord did not re-assert those 
rights, although they must, as always, 
have been in his mind. His words 
were— 

‘‘ The question of our position in respect of 
the leased territories has been the subject 
of communications between His Majesty’s 
Government and that of the Congo State.” 
Would the Under Secretary of State tell 
the Committee whether those communi- 
cations were continuing, and, if so, were 
they going on with a view to handing 
over to Congoese rule any additional 
populations at present in the British or 
Egyptian sphere of influence? If the 
House of Commons thought that was 
going to be done, he was convinced a 
majority of Members would pronounce 
against it. The Congo State had never 
been particularly friendly to this country, 
altogether apart from the horrors of its 
rule in the internal portions of the 
country, which could not be denied, and 
which were not only asserted by men of 
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whose good faith there could be no doubt, | desired to refer was that of China, which, 
but proved by the legal documents of the | like the poor, was always with us. The 
State, and by the seeret laws, as they Chinese question at large could not use- 
were at the time, but which had now | fully be discussed, and he proposed to 
been published to the world. The State | call attention only to a specific point, and 


actively assisted the Marchand Expedi- | to the facts which illustrated that point. 
tion, which was not a particularly | In the speech of Count von Biilow, to 
friendly act towards this country. Two| which he had previously alluded. the 
years before the state of things in the| German Foreign Minister spoke of the 
neighbourhood of Fashoda was admitted | triumph his diplomacy had secured in 
by the Government he and several other | the matter of the Anglo-German Agree- 
Members were able to tell the House of | ment. He boasted of the success oi the 
Commons that all the revelations of |German policy in that agreement, and 
travellers showed that the Belgians were | certainly appeared to be somewhat reck- 
actively concerned in the French rush | less as to the result on the fabric of the 
to the Bahr-el-Ghazal, with a view of | Chinese Empire of the steps taken by 
obtaining the ultimate occupation of it | Germany in the Kiao-Chau affair. He 
for themselves. As long ago as 1897 | stated that he had obtained from us this 
he put a question on the subject to Lord | Anglo-German Agreement, which secured 
Curzon, who then expressly reserved the | Germany against any special rights 
rights of Egypt, his reply being— of England in the Yang-tsze Valley— 

“The Egyptian Government has not re-| Which the Committee would remember 
linquished any of its claims to territory in the | was an alternative policy of our Govern- 
basin of the Upper Nile.” ment—and he also distinctly declared 
In the same month, when the House | that that Agreement confirmed Russia 
debated the horrors which had then been | in her position in Manchuria. Count von 
revealed with regard to the administra- | Biilow said that it was no part of the duty 
tion of the Congo State, and which no of Germany to interfere with Russia in 
Member ventured to deny, the Govern- | her position in Manchuria, and they had 
ment threw the responsibility for any | made it perfectly clear to this country 
agreement with that State upon their | in the course of the negotiations that they 
predecessors, the then Under Secretary | did not intend to do anything except 
of State saying— confirm that position. The Agreement 

“ Whatever responsibility does arise for the | confirmed not merely the position of 


particular agreement alluded to does not fall | Germany in Shantung, but that which 
upon us, for it was by our predecessors that it | we had always denied—namely, the right, 


was concluded.” to preferential treatment in Shantung 
Long since that time, two members of | for German goods against ours—the right 
the Cabinet which made the agreement | for example, to insist that only German 
had declared in public that if they had | rails and German rolling stock should be 
known at the time that which was after- | used in the construction of the railway. 
wards revealed with regard to the Congo | When th t Agreement was first con- 
State, they would never have made | Cluded it was represented to the country 
the agreement. Notwithstanding these | #8 being an Agreement in favour of what 
facts, the Committee knew that com-| Was called “the open door.’”’ It was 
munications were passing between the | hardly necessary now to say that it was 
Foreign Office antl the Congo State, but | @n Agreement of the exactly opposite 
they were unable to obtain from the | kind—at any rate, as regarded its inter- 
Government any denial of the positive | pretation by Germany, and that was the 
assertion in semi-official organs in| main point. It was an Agreement, at all 
Belgium that those communications | events, which, so far as the open door in 
were passing with a view to this country | the rest of China was concerned, was in- 
handing over to Congoese rule more | finitely inferior to the Agreement we had 
people for whom we were responsible. | #lready obtained through the action of 
The Committee ought to endeavour to | the United States. There was no reason 
extort a pledge from the Government | to interfere with that Agreement, but 
that that should not be done. we had gone out of our way to make this 

The second question to which he| other Agreement with Germany, and 

Sir Charles Dilke. 
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Germany had immediately stated, in a 
manner the most disagreeable possible to 
us, that it was a triumph of German 
diplomacy against ours, that it had given 
Russia a preference in Manchuria and 
Germany a preference in Shantung, 
while it had excluded us from a preference 
in the valley of the Yang-tsze. The 
Agreement was directed against British 
predominance in the Yang-tsze Valley, 
and it was followed by a step which might 
be explained away here, but which 
throughout the East was accepted 
as being connected with it—namely, 
the placing of a German garrison at 
Shanghai. Then was the time chosen 
for the revelation from.. moment to 
moment of various drafts of the 
Manchurian Agreement between Russia 
and China. ,4The House had never 
seen that Agreement; it had never 
had from the Government a distinct 
statement that it existed, although lan- 
guage used in another place showed that 
they believed, if they did not know, that 
itexisted. The Foreign Office had learnt 
a little wisdom with regard to these agree- 
ments since the time of the Cassini Con- 
vention. At that time also there were 
three or four revelations of the various 
drafts of the Convention, all practically 
agreeing in the main principles, just as all 
the drafts of the Manchurian Agreement 
practically agreed, but always denied 
by the Foreign Office, who not only knew 
nothing about it, but threw the greatest 
doubt on the existence of any document 
ofthe kind. It was now known that the 
policy of the Cassini Convention was in 
every point the policy upon which Russia 
was engaged, and there was no doubt the 
same thing was at present occurring with 
regard to the Manchuria Convention. 
He did not wish to make any 
attack on the Foreign Office in general, 
but he doubted whether our policy in 
China throughout the last four or five 
years had been as well informed as it 
ought to have been. The House saw at 
the time of the occupation of Wei-hai-wei 
how little information the Government 
possessed before they took that very 
decisive and important step, and he 
believed that their naval information 
obtained beforehand regarding Wei-hai- 
wei was almost as unsatisfactory as the 
total absence of naval information with 
regard to Heligoland, which we now 
knew was given up without theAdmiralty 
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being consulted. The Manchuria Agree- 
ment and the Anglo-German Agreement 

bore on our present position in the 

matter of the Niu-chwang Railway, 

which was of considerable importance to 

the trading classes of thiscountry. Lord 

Salisbury had represented his Niu- 

chwang arrangement as a triumph of 

his diplomacy on behalf of trade. There 

had been a railway arrangement between 

the German and British syndicates before 

the Anglo-German Governmental ar- 

rangement. That arrangement was in 

the first instance between private parties, 

but it was recognised and adopted by the 

Governments. The arrangement had 
given Germany the construction of a 
number of railways not only in Shan- 
tung, but also outside the province. On 
the other hand, it gave us apparently a 
preference in the construction of railways 
in the Yang-tsze Valley.” But the Anglo- 
German Agreement nullified that ar- 
rangement, and the whole of the triumph 
of our trade policy was reduced to a 
nullity by the Agreement, which abolished 
our preference and gave it to the 
Germans. On the conclusion of the 
Anglo-German Agreement the German 
Foreign Office sent round to the German 
press, as is usual in the case of any Agree- 
ment of that kind, a semi-official para- 
graph representing their view of it. It 
stated that it secured Germany against 
the British claim of predominance in the 
Yang-tsze, and in the Reichstag Count 
von Biilow stated, ‘‘ It is our intention to 
stick to the treaty of 6th March, 1898.” 
That treaty the House had never seen ; it 
was a secret treaty between Germany and 
China ; but it was understood that it 
gave to Germany an absolute preference 
in Shantung. 

What was the effect of all these 
arrangements on the position of affairs 
in Manchuria? In a sense Manchuria 
might be regarded as past praying for by 
members of that House; but we had 
been acting to a large extent with Japan 
in these matters, and we ought not to 
have misled Japan in ccnnection with 
Manchuria. The Japanese Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, when asked by his Op- 
position why he had signed the Anglo- 
German Agreement so readily, said that 
he signed it in the belief that it meant 
what its “‘ plain and unmistakable terms ™ 
declared, and if the Germans and British 








had agreed, as Count von Biilow had 
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said, that Manchuria was excluded from 
its terms, then the Japanese Minister 
asked why the Powers were not so in- 
formed before they were asked to sign. 
That was a very disagreeable speech, 
but he thought the Japanese Minister 
had some right to make it. It was all 
very fine for our Goverament to assert 
that the agreement meant a certain 
thing, but they had been finessing 
between the two main articles of the 
treaty; they distinguished between 
those two articles, saying that the one 
was general, and the other, as regarded 
the German claim, did not apply to 
Manchuria ; but for the world at large, 
and for the Japanese Foreign Office, 
that finessing had been thrown away, 
and plain words had been used about 
the document. Japan practically said 
that the agreement seemed to be one 
which they must sign as co-operating in 
the policy of maintaining the integrity 
of China, but it was now found that 
Manchuria was excluded from the agree- 
ment. This Niu-chwang interest of 
ours was one which was still existent, 
however much we might have washed 
our hands of Manchuria. The Govern- 
ment had distinctly recognised two facts 
—first, that we had a great trade interest 
in the treaty port of Niu-chwang, and, 
second, our peculiar interest in the Niu- 
chwang railway. In October and 
December, 1898, Lord Salisbury com- 
municated to the Powers that the Chinese 
had given a written undertaking not to 
alienate the Niu-chwang railway to any 
other Power. In 1899 there was an 
Anglo-Russian agreement which gave 
Russia the exclusive right of railway 
construction north of the Great Wall, 
but there was a special reservation of 
our rights in the Niu-chwang railway. 
It might be mentioned that the agree- 
ment was also connected with an appar- 
ent concession by Russia to us of a pre- 
ference as regarded railway construction 
in the Yang-tsze Valley, which had been 
thrown away by the Anglo-German 
agreement. The Chinese assurance was 
embodied in the notes which were ex- 
changed between us and Russia, and 
which constituted the Anglo-Russian 
Agreement. Lord Salisbury represented 
this as a triumph for British commercial 
interests, which had been saved in this 
way. The Niu-chwang railway was 
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mortgaged to the British, and not only 
was the mortgage still in existence ag 
regarded the part of the country south 
of the Great Wall, but the profits of the 
railway north of the Great Wall were 
still expressly recognised as belonging 
to us. On 18th.February of this year 
the noble Lord gave the House a very 
full and frank statement in regard to 
the then position of the Niu-chwang 
railway. He said— 

“ As to the railway north of the Great Wall, 

we understand that the occupationis merely of 
a temporary character.” 
Occupations which lasted for ever were 
not very reassuringly described in the 
House as “temporary” occupations. 
The noble Lord went on to say— 

“ We are assured that any agreement which 
exists between Russia and China in respect to 
Manchuria is in the nature of a modus vivendi, 
consisting merely in the simultancous presence 
of the Russian and Chinese forces in Man- 
churia.” 
Surely that was hardly an accurate 
description of the present state of things, 
and probably what had occurred since 
18th February would cause the noble 


Lord to modify that statement. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN: AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester) said he did not 
know of any Agreement. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE would have 
thought from the words he had quoted 
that the noble Lord did think an Agree- 
ment existed, and he rather gathered 
the same idea from Lord Lansdowne’s 
speech in another place. The impression 
conveyed to him, and he thought to the 
Committee, was that on 18th February 
the Foreign Office strongly suspected 
there was an Agreement in existence 
with regard to Manchuria. At all 
events, the present state of things hardly 
bore out the statement that it was 
merely a temporary occupation by the 
Russian and Chinese forces jointly. The 
noble Lord further said— 

“We have received assurances that any 
agreement will not take the form of an acqui- 
sition of territory or of a virtual or actual pro- 
tectorate in Manchuria, --In respect to 
Niu-chwang,we have received assurancesat least 


equal to those which have been given us in 
respect to the province of South Manchuria.” 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: Hear, 
hear. 
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Sir CHARLES DILKE observed that 
tthe noble Lord still adhered to that state- 
ment. They were highly diplomatic 
words, but the House of Commons was 
a more simple body than the chancel- 
jories of foreign Powers, and they 
would feel that the words described 
almost too tenderly the existing situation 
jn Manchuria. If, however, that was its 
view, the Foreign Office was living in a 
fool’s paradise. Even those who thought 
our rights in Manchuria as a whole were 
past praying for would admit that we 
were specially bound in regard to the 
Niu-chwang railway, even north of the 
Great Wall. On 28th March Lord Lans- 
downe, when specifically asked with 
regard to the occupation of this line, 
said— 

“The Russian occupation [of the Niu- 
chwang line] is temporary, and without preju- 
dice to the proprietary and financial interests 
involved.” 


VISCOUNT 
hear. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE had no doubt 
the noble Lord would assent to that. 
The importance of the matter, of course, 
was that Russia, France, Germany, and 
Belgium all stipulated that the rails and 
rolling stock for railways in China should 
be obtained from Continental countries, 
to the exclusion of England. In the 
case of the Niu-chwang railway we were 
in a more favourable position than with 
regard to our rights generally in Man- 
churia. The railway ran along the 
coast, and the Russians were not people 
who were inclined suddenly to cause 
armed conflicts with this country. But 
in the case of Tientsin they came very 
near; they occupied the line, but an 
-actual armed conflict was avoided. In 
view of our clear rights in Niu-chwang, 
repeatedly enforced by Lord Salisbury 
‘and the present Secretary and Under 
Secretary of State, he should have 
‘thought circumstances did arise which 
might have made it well for us to have 
occupied from the Fleet certain stations 
on the Niu-chwang line. On 28th 
March, the Under Secretary of State 
said— 

“We have rights in the whole of the rail- 
way.” and those rights “ will not be forgotten 
by His Majesty’s Government.” 


On the same day appeared the account 
of the famous interview between The 


CRANBORNE: Hear, 
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Times correspondent and Li Hung 
Chang, when the latter freely expressed 
his views on the Manchurian question, 
and said that Russia “ is the only Power 
we need fear,” that the Manchurian 
Agreement ‘“ concerned only China and 
Russia,” and that ‘China dare not 
give information and defy Russia, who 
forbids it.” While the Government 
had not taken any practical or 
efficacious steps to maintain our rights 
in the Niu-chwang railway, the 
Russians, on the other hand, had acted 
very differently towards us in a district 
far to the south, where they had never 
even claimed to have a privileged posi- 
tion. In October of last year he heard 
from Tientsin merchants that Russia 
had obtained a concession of a large tract 
of territory south of the river at Tientsin. 
He particularly emphasised that it was 
in October, because it was a curious fact 
that the Foreign Office afterwards 
stated that that concession was signed 
on 3lst December. There was a curious 
confirmation of the fact that something 
was going on at a much earlier date in 
a despatch with regard to a Belgian con- 
cession. There might, of course, have 
beenconfusion between the two. He could 
not help believing that this enormous con- 
cession, in territory where Russia had 
no trade or subjects and was never going 
to have any trade, because her railway 
was being constructed to carry it else- 
where, was obtained merely for the pur- 
pose of being disagreeable to us. He 
could see no other reason for it except 
that of damaging our prestige. The 
area at Tientsin was one which included 
the principal railway station and the 
railway line that was mortgaged to 
British holders as security for the Chinese 
Imperial railway loan. The answer of 
the Under Secretary of State in regard 
to it on 31st December was that Li Hung 
Chang had granted this tract to the 
Russians which they had already claimed 
by right of conquest. He (the right hon. 
Baronet) did not know what credentials 
Li Hung Chang had to give away the 
land, but he imagined he had about as 
much right to do so as he himself, or the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, or any 
other Member of the House had. In 
some way or other, however, this con- 
cession had been obtained, and, although 
several Members heard about it in Octo- 
ber, it was dated 3lst December. In 
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this connection he might mention a very 
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curious dispatch, which appeared on | 


page 93 of the China Blue-book, No. 5, 


stating that the Belgian Minister had | 


instructed his Consul to recall a circular 


issued by him “ concerning the Belgian | 
occupation of the land on the left bank | 


of the river.” He did not know whether 
that pointed to a Belgian concession 


having been made previous to the Rus- | 


sian concession, but it was a curious 


point standing by itself, and was un-| 


explained. During the operations at 
Tientsin the whole of the papers of the 
railway, which were of great moment 
to the British traders interested in the 
line, were carried off from the station, 


and had never been returned. The) 
whole form of the occupation seemed | 
to show that a deliberate insult was in- | 


tended. It was accompanied by the 
most painful incidents in connection 
with our native Indian troops. The Sikhs 


were ordered to hold the railway sidings | 


which were most essential to the working 
of the line. 


were subjected to every kind of insult, 
and it spoke wonders for the discipline | 
and self-restraint of the troops that no 


dangerous collision occurred in conse- | 


quence. That territory was, as he under- 
stood, still occupied byRussia. On the 21st 
of May Lord Lansdowne had been asked a 
question on this matter, and had given 
some information upon it. He had 
attempted to-night to obtain further 
information from the noble Lord the 
Under Secretary of State, but had 
been unsuccessful, and consequently had 
to fall back on the statement of Lord 
Lansdowne of the 21st of May. On that 
date Lord Lansdowne said— 


“ Owing to the good sense and moderation 
exhibited on both sides we were extricated 
from a situation which had at one moment be- 
come extremely acute.” 


How acute Lord Lansdowne went on 
to describe, and then said— 


“Two Russian sentries and two British 
sentries actually had their feet on the same 
sleeper of the railway line.” 


Lord Lansdowne further said— 


“that a reasonable settlement had been 
effected which was very satisfactory, because 
difficulties of that kind are apt to occur in 
cases of joint occupation, and he hoped that 
similar difficulties will be dealt with with 
similar moderation and good sense.” 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
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| All that came to was the fact that the 
Russians withdrew a short distance from 
| the side of a railway where they had such 
little right to be as he had described to- 
the House. 

What he wanted to know, and what: 
he had entirely failed to gather from the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary, was 
what was the position there now, because 
they read in the newspapers that this 
territory was again in the possession of 
Russia. Was that true, or was it false ? 
The noble Lord the Under Seeretary of 
State might have given that informa- 
tion, but he had not. On the 21st of 
May Lord Lansdowne, in the course of 
his speech, said— 

“Within the concession the Russian 
troops have again been asserting rights of 
ownership which the British military autho- 
rities do not consider they are entitled to. 
We have represented the matter to the- 
Government of Russia, and we have not yet 
received a reply.” 


That was the last information that Par- 
liament had received. He had asked the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary a ques- 
tion with regard to that, and those in the 
House at question time would remember 
what had occurred. The noble Lord had 
said that the whole question had been 
'reserved for examination and decision 
|by the two Governments. What did 
'that mean? Here was a territory 
| oceupied by Russia in a district altogether 
‘outside any district where Russia had 
any trade, or ever would have any trade. 
When the British Government had suc- 
ceeded, after much danger, in putting an 
end to that occupation, it had been re- 
asserted. His Majesty’s Government had 
then written to St. Petersburg, and had 
got no reply, and months afterwards they 
were told by the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary that the whole question was 
reserved for consideration. He would 
| labour the matter no further. He believed 
' that the supineness of the Government in 
Chinese matters was due to the shadow 
| of South Africa which hung over them, 
and prevented the assertion of British 
rights which, under other circumstances, 
would have been made. He begged to- 
move the reduction of the Vote by £100. 





Motion made, and Question pro~ 
posed, “That Item A (Salaries) be 
| reduced by £100, in respect of the 
‘ 
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a“ 


Salary of the Secretary of State.” —(Sir 
Charles Ditke.) 


*Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) said he 
desired briefly to draw the attention of 
the Committee to the statement made by 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
in another place with regard to our treaty 
rights in China. The Chinese Govern- 
ment complained that the import duties 
which they were entitled to levy on 
produce imported from abroad had fallen 
from 5 per cent. to something like 34 per 
cent. ad valorem. Nobody would object 
if the original scale of duties were to be 
made again effective ; but he thought if 
such a concession was made to the 
Chinese Government His Majesty’s 
Government ought to insist upon our full 
rights being restored to us in a like 
manner. He alluded particularly to the 
way in which transport duties were im- 
posed. On payment of 24 per cent. 
extra we were entitled to transport passes, 
enabling British goods to be transported 
all over China, but in a number of cases 
year after year it transpired that when a 
transport pass was obtained, on one 
pretext or another further dues were 
imposed. He therefore expressed the 
hope that if any concession was made to 
the Chinese Government on this point, 
and that the import duties were raised 
again to provide the Chinese Govern- 
ment with a greater amount of revenue, 
His Majesty’s Government should not 
lose sight of the opportunity of obtaining 
further corresponding advantages. If 
the duty were raised from 5 per cent. to 
10 per cent., as suggested, it would be 
necessary to insist on further advantages 
than we had at present, such as the 
greater facility for inland residence and 
the total abolition of likin in its present 
form. There were one or two points on 
which he thought the Government had 
shown great neglect. He thought they 
had shown neglect in not recognising 
merit, and not requiring swift 
retribution on the heads of those 
who had murdered foreigners. It was 
little more than a year ago when a 
number of missionaries were cruelly 
murdered. At one village, the name of 
which he could not pronounce, a mis- 
sionary and his wife and child were 
brutally murdered, and although our 
Consul General had had in his possession 
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for months the photographs of the mur-- 
derers—of whose guilt there was no 
doubt, and who had been ordered for 

execution—month after month had 

passed without their being punished. 
The Government, although it had shown 

sympathy with the reform movement 

in China, had neglected to recognise 

merit. Reports received from the Euro- 
pean residents in the Yang-tsze showed 

that the Europeans might have all lost 

their lives had it not been for the energy 

of Mr. Archibald Little, who had risked. 
his life and means in attempts, happily 

row successful, to navigate the dan- 

gerous upper reaches of that river. 

The steamer which he had built and. 
equipped for this purpose happened to be 

at Chung-king, her most remote trading 

point on the upper river at the time 

the rising became acute, and had it not 
been for the fact that that steamer was. 
there, and that he took the foreigners. 
on board, there was every reason to- 
suppose that not one life would have 
been saved. He certainly was one 
Englishman whose merit had not been: 
adequately recognised. When on the 
17th of January last year the Empress. 
Dowager issued her edict for the extermi-- 
nation of foreigners, many lives would 
have been lost but for the act of those 
two brave and patrioti: Chinese officials. 
having altered the edict so a3 to protect 
the foreigners, and he thought their 
action was a thing to be recognised. He 
hoped that the Government would 
reward and recognise merit, and make: 
the punishment for the murder of 
foreigners swifter and more sure. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South: 
Molton) agreed with his rihgt hon. friend 
the Member for the Forest of Dean that. 
it was the war in South Africa which 
rendered the Government so imyotent. 
in China. The Government had aban-- 
doned the policy and many of the rights: 
which existed when they came into office. . 
In March, 1898, Lord Curzon declared. 
that the integrity and the independence 
of China was the cardinal point of the- 
Government’s policy. Now Russia was in. 
effective occupation of Manchuria, and 
the difficulty of getting them out would. 
be very great ind ed. They were also in-. 
possession of the Niuchwang Railway, in 
which £3,000,000 of British capital was: 
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: invested, and that was not very encourag- 
ing for British enterprise in China, 
-although that enterprise was undertaken 
with the full understanding that His 
Majesty’s Government would take note 
-of the action of the Chinese Government 
in that re pect. The Government, which 
had entered office on the cry that they 
were going to protect and encourage 
British trade <ll over the _ world, 
seemed strangely incompetent to secure 
the rights of British traders in China. 
‘The:e was the railway siding dispute 
some time ago. The siding admittedly 
belonged to the North Chinese Railway, 
-and it was mortgaged to the British 
bondholders as a security for their money; 
but the Russians took possession of it, or 
attempted to do so, and we were now told 
that the validity of this concession, and 
-also whether that piece of land belonged 
to the Russians or to the North Chinese 
Railway, was reserved for further dis- 
-eussion. This was precisely the argu- 


ment the noble Lord used on the 25th of 
March last. How long would it be before 
this important point was settled ? 

With regard to the question of Shan- 
tung and Germany, it seemed to him 


that the policy of the “ open door” was 
being completely abrogated, Germany 
having acquired a special position in that 
‘province, which, consequently, was not 
unreservedly open to British enterprise. 
Nobody could deny that we had been 
greatly ousted out of the North of China. 
“The last consolation we had was that 
the British sphere of influence was in the 
Yang-tsze Valley. There was the Rus- 
sian Agreement that the Russian, should 
-seek railway concessions north of the 
‘Great Wall, and that they would not 
-oppose the British in the Yang-tsze 
Valley. There was also the Anglo- 
‘Chinese Agreement ; but when the news 
‘that there were a large number of foreign 
‘troops at Shanghai was confirmed by 
the noble Lord it fell on the country 
almost like a thunderbolt. The noble 
Lord had been pressed over and over 
again to say whether it was a temporary 
- occupation or not, «nd he had always 
‘said it was, but this did not agree with 
~the answer which he had given in the 
House. Shanghai was in the heart of 
~the Yang-tsze region, and was a place to 
which we in this country thought we had 
“some special right. Answering a ques- 


Mr. Lambert. 


‘{COMMONS} 
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tion on June 11th, the noble Lord said 
he understood that Germany would 
maintain a garrison at Shanghai, at an 
rate for the present. Had the noble 
Lord any assurance from Germany that 
these troops would be withdrawn? The 
noble Lord gave another answer. On 
June 22nd the noble Lord was asked 
as to the presence of French troops, and 
he replied that the French were building 
quarters for troops at Shanghai. That 
did not look like a temporary occupation. 
He thought that the noble Lord would 
only be doing his duty in giving some 
more definite information on this subject. 
If the French intended to vacate Shang- 
hai in a short time, they surely would 
not trouble to build barracks. British 
prestige had undoubtedly gone down in 
the East. What had been the policy of 
the Government in-China? It was best 
described by a statement made to The 
Times’ correspondent by a Japanese 
statesman to the effect that England 
never gave a lead and never gave the 
slightest indication of a policy. The 
policy of the open door and equality 
of opportunity had gone long ago. The 
Committee had a right to complain 
that the Agreements drawn up between 
this and other countries were not clear 
and specific in their meanings. In this 
particular matter the Anglo-German 
Treaty dealt with the whole Chinese 
territory. Now the Committee was told 
that it did not apply to Manchuria. He 
submitted that they were entitled to 
know what the Government had in 
their mind when they made that Agree- 
ment. If it was to apply to the whole 
of China, then it must of necessity apply 
to Manchuria. 

With regard to Wei-hai-wei, the acqui- 
sition of which was supposed to be a 
great stroke of policy on the part of the 
Government, he understood that all 
fortifications had been stopped. Wei- 
hai-wei, they had been told, was to bea 
secondary naval base, and if that was so, 
then why were all the fortifications 
stopped? They wanted someintelligible 
explanation of the Government’s policy 
as to Wei-hai-wei, but his principal object 
in rising was to draw attention to the 
unsatisfactory assurances that had been 
given with regard to the occupation 
of Shanghai by foreign troops, and he 
hoped that when he replied the noble 
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Lord would be able to tell the House 
that he -had received some definite 
assurance from the various Governments 
that that occupation was only temporary. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The right 
hon. Baronet who initiated this dis- 
cussion this afternoon said that he did 
not intend to confine himself to China. 
I confess that it was with a feeling of 
despair that I heard that announcement, 
for I was not sure over how many parts 
of the habitable globe it would be my 
duty to follow him. But he was merciful, 
and, although I believe he knows the 
whole domain of foreign politics, he 
practically confined himself to two parts 
of the world. He did not receive with 
any enthusiasm the Waima statement, 
which I had hoped would satisfy him. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE: I said it was 


1893 when the incident occurred. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: I quite 
agree with the right hon. Baronet that 
the length of time was disgraceful, but I 
do not think it was the fault of our 
Foreign Office. I am glad, however, 


to think that at last the necessary 
measure has passed the French Chambers, 


and that ratifications have been ex- 
changed. The right hon. Baronet dealt 
with the question of the Congo to a slight 
extent, and then he passed to the all- 
important subject of China. As regards 
the Congo, I do not think I have any 
quarrel at all with the right hon. Baronet 
as to the spirit of his remarks, and least 
of all in the historical account he gave of 
the situation as it presents itself to-day. 
He said perfectly truly that an arrange- 
ment'was made between ourselves and 
the Congo State under which certain 
concessions of territory—a narrow road- 
way, as it were, between the lakes—were 
conceded to us, and we on our side, 
beside a certain rectification of frontier, 
conceded at that time to the Sovereign of 
the Congo State and the Congo State 


{26 Juty 1901} 





Service Estimates. 266 
occupy under the Agreement, and there- 
fore it appears that the Agreement in 
its original form no longer exists. It is 
quite clear that the first of these changes, 
the change with regard to the roadway 
between the lakes, equitably altered 
the state of things most considerably. It 
also is clear that, as the King was willing 
or compelled to give up a large part of 
what he had acquired under the Agree- 
ment, that, too, made a profound modi- 
fication in the situation as it presented 
itself to ourselves. But that is not all, 
because there was a provision in the 
agreement which reserved in their integ- 
rity all the rights of Egypt when Egypt 
should be in a position to assert them ; 
and I believe that to have been in the 
minds of the negotiators of the treaty a 
very important element. The time has 
arrived when Egypt is once more in a 
position to assert her rights, and we are, 
therefore, presented with an entirely 
different state of things. There is, 
perhaps, a certain equitable position 
which it is necessary for us to recognise 


|in the case of the Sovereign of the Congo 


State ; but when the right hon. Baronet 
speaks of determining to what he is en- 
titled, let me explain that it is ourselves 
who have got to determine that, and no 
one else. We are of opinion that when 
we come to consider that point, what 
has passed since the agreement was 
made has entirely altered the situation. 
I need hardly say there is no reason to fear 
any action on the part of His Majesty’s 
Government,suchastheright hon. Baronet 
alluded to: that we were engaged in 
giving away a large part of the territory 
which belongs to us, and conceding to the 
Congo State the control over a large 
population over which at present they 
have no control. I assure the right 
hon. Baronet such a thing only exists in 
his imagination. We are fully aware 
how important our rights in that district 
are, and that both from the point of 
view of the British Empire and the 


certain territories held by what is called | natives of these districts the British 


a lease. That Agreement had a very 


short existence in its original form. | 


The roadway between the lakes was 
abandoned in deference to the wishes of 
another Power. The French Govern- 
ment insisted upon the Sovereign of the 
Congo abandoning practically the largest 
part of the territory he was entitled to 


Government is the best Government that 
they can have, and is essential to the secu- 
rity and prosperity of that district. I 
think I have said enough on that topic. 

I turn to China. The right hon. 
Baronet has travelled very far back into 
ancient history. Not that I complain 
of that, except that it becomes neces- 
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sary to repeat over again many of the 
things which I have had the honour 
of stating to the House on previous 
occasions. Among other things which 
the right hon. Baronet has discussed 
is the Anglo-German Agreement. I 
have explained, and I will explain 
again to-night, our view of the Anglo- 
German Agreement. He spoke of the 
Japanese—— 
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*Smr CHARLES DILKE: That, at 


least, is new. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: [ do not 
think so. They adhere to the Anglo- 
German Agreement, and we are assured 
that they entered into all the rights of 
the signatories. There is no question 
that they have all the rights which 
ourselves and Germany have under the 
agreement. I do not think that the 
Japanese are in any doubt as to the 
views we take of the Anglo-German 
Agreement. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that they interpreted it accord- 
ing to its plain meaning. That is so, 
and so do we. These are the very 
words which I addressed to the 
House on the first occasion when I 
had the honour to address it as the 
representative of the Foreign Office. 
The right hon. Baronet said in his speech 
that I made in my speech a wide dis- 
tinction between the two clauses of the 
Agreement. That is perfectly true. The 
plain meaning of the Agreement is that 
there is a distinction. If we attach, as 
we ought to attach, consideration to 
the words as they are set out anyone 
will see that what I have called the 
‘‘ open-door ”’ clause is distinct from the 
territorial clause. I have said before, 
and I say it again to-night, that there is 
no limit to the territorial clause. It 
applies to the whole of the Chinese 
Empire ; but the open-door clause is 
obviously limited—limited, in the first 
place, to the ports, the littoral, and 
rivers of China, and, in the second place, 
limited to those ports in which the con- 
tracting Powers have influence. I have 
said that the territorial clause includes 
the whole of the Chinese Empire. Is 
that sufficient for the right hon. Member? 


Mr. LAMBERT: Does that include 
Manchuria ? 


Viscount Cranborne. 


{COMMONS} 
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*ViscounT CRANBORNE: Yes, it 
does ; but I call special attention to the 
limitations which exist in the open-door 
clause, because they are very important. 
In the first place, the contracting Powers 
are not compelled to use their influence 
or to interfere in any way in any part 
of the Chinese Empire where they can 
exercise no influence. If the German 
authorities consider that they have no. 
influence in Manchuria, which is, | 
believe, their view, no doubt that takes 
Manchuria out of the agreement, but 
as regards other limitations it is very 
important as bearing on the greater part 
of the right hon. Baronet’s argument. 
It has reference only to the ports, 
littoral, and rivers of China. It has no. 
reference to the railways, and it was 
never put forward as having reference 
to the railways. There is no reference 
to the interior of China at all. The 
whole of the argument of the right hon. 
Baronet, which went to show that we 
have lost something with regard to 
railways which we had obtained by 
previous agreement, was beside the 
mark. The Anglo-German Agreement 
could not, and did not, pretend to apply 
to railways. It applied only to the coast 
and the banks of the rivers. As to 
whatever rights we or Germany had 
with respect to the interior before the 
Anglo-German Agreement, they and we 
continue to have now. No change 
whatever has been made. It was a step 
in the direction of the open door—a 
short step, no doubt ; I never pretended 
that it was more. I remember stating 
to the House months ago that it was a 
small step in the direction of maintaining 
the principle of the open door. The 
right hon. Baronet criticised the account 
which my noble friend the Secretary 
of State and I, in a more humble way, 
gave of the Manchurian Agreement. 
We stated that which we knew about the 
Manchurian Agreement. We had seen 
certain alleged drafts of that Agreement, 
which were not signed, as the right hon. 
Baronet seems to think, but were being 
negotiated between Russia and China. 
No words ever dropped from my noble 
friend or myself which would lead the 
right hon. Baronet or anyone else to 
suppose that we thought that the Agree- 
ment was signed ; indeed, we had every 
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reason to believe that the Agreement 
had not been signed. It had not been 
signed then, and it has not been signed 
now, and when I interrupted the right 
hon. Baronet and said that ‘‘ I knew of 
no Agreement ” that was quite accurate, 
and consistent with what I have always 
said. We knew that an Agreement was 
in negotiation between Russia and China, 
but we knew that it had not been signed. 
We knew more—that Russia had put 
jorward a different draft, which has been 
withdrawn. What, then, becomes of 
the charge of the inefficiency and laches 
on the part of the Foreign Office because 
of the existence of the Manchurian 
Agreement + So far as negotiations 
were concerned, by friendly representa- 
tions and by supporting the patriotic 
action of Chinamen themselves, we 
have been enabled to avoid the signature 
of that Agreement, strictly acting up 
to our obligations under the Anglo- 
German Agreement.’ The right hon. 
Baronet criticises even the phrases I 
have used. They were phrases, of course, 
that were furnished to us by the Russian 
Government, and I attributed, as I was 
bound to attribute to the words of 
friendly power with whom we were 
in negotiation, that full faith to which 


they were entitled. 

The Russian Government, although 
we had not been able to agree with them 
in all respects, has time after time yielded 


to our representations. Take the 
Northern Railway, for instance. The 
right hon. Baronet criticised what we 
have done with regard to that railway. 
He gave us no credit—I suppose no 
member of the Opposition ever does give 
the Government any credit—{“ No,” and 
laughter]—but I claim a little cheer from 
the hon. Members opposite because we 
have induced the Russian Government by 
friendly representation to withdraw from 
the whole of that part of the railway 
inside the Great Wall. That is a matter 
of very great moment to the bondholders 
who have invested their money in the 
tailway within the Wall. That has been 
done ; if we continue our efforts, there is 
no reason to say or to think that the 
Russian Government at the proper time 
will not give up the northern section of 
the railway—that which is outside the 
Wall—in the same way asit has done 
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that which is inside. Recently we have 
been engaged in pressing on them that 
the time has arrived when some of the 
station buildings should be handed back 
to the control of the British military 
authorities, who represent the interests 
of the British shareholders in China ; 
and, though I am not able to say that 
these buildings have been handed over, 
we believe that in a few days they are to 
be in our hands. These are all progres- 
sive improvements, for which I think I 
ought to be cheered by the hon. Member 
opposite. [Mr. Lampert: Hear, hear.] 
The question of personal damage comes 
within the far wider question of the in- 
demnity, as to which negotiations have 
not yet been completed, and therefore 
at present I am not able to make a full 
statement. 

Then I pass to Tientsin. The right 
hon. Baronet has criticised ourselves, and 
the Russian Government too, very 
severely with respect to Tientsin. The 
Russians say that they have secured con- 
cessions on the banks of the Pei-ho ; but 
so have we, and so has Germany, and so 
has Belgium, and so has France. We all 
have concessions on the banks of the 
Pei-ho. It does not follow that the 
Russian concessions are legal and in 
order, as all that is matter for negotiation. 
The difficulty which arose between 
us and Russia was not principally in 
regard to the concessions, though we 
are not in a position to admit that 
Li Hung Chang had legal authority 
for granting such a concession as that in 
question. The difficulty did not arise in 
respect of the concession itself, but astocer- 
tain parts of it claimed by the railway or by 
private British subjects. With regard to 
the railway land which led to the acute 
phase of the controversy, as the Com- 
mittee are aware, we asserted emphati- 
cally the right of the railway administra 
tion to this land as being part of the 
security upon which the money of the 
shareholders had been advanced. The 
right hon. Baronet says that we were 
exposed to every kind of insult from the 
Russian authorities. I am not aware of 
that. Undoubtedly the armed forces of 
the two countries came very close to each 
other, and they were not divided by so 
much as the width of this table; but I 
have no reason to suppose that anything 
occurred between the Russians and our- 
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selves of the insulting character which 
the right hon. Baronet has described. 
We appealed, time after time, to the good 
sense and moderation of the Russian 
Government to exercise their authority 
over their representatives in China, amd 
they did so. The result was that an 
agreement was arrived at that, in respect 
of all disputed ground, the rights should 
be reserved for future negotiations and 
for determination by some peaceful 
authority, and not by the armed forces of 
either side, and that in the meantime 
nothing should be done. which would 
prejudice those rights. Although I am 
bound to say that on more than one occa- 
sion since,the Russian military authorities 
have not shown as careful a deference to 
that agreement as we had a right to 
expect, still, whenever we have made 
representations to the Russian Govern- 
ment, they have been received in a very 
different spirit. They have sometimes 
said, when we declared that the status 
quo had been violated, that it had not 
been violated, and they have sometimes 
made concessions in regard to the line 
their military authorities had taken up 
such as should give satisfaction to us. 
We are therefore in the same position as 
we were in three months ago. The hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Molton 
is horrified because we have not pro- 
gressed very farinthree months. I wish 
I could persuade him not to be in such a 
hurry. Does he think that delicate 
negotiations of this kind are to be settled 
in a few weeks? The processes of diplo- 
macy are far slower than that. The 
practice of diplomacy as it exists, and 
has existed for many years, is naturally 
a process which takes time, and when 
the matter under discussion concerns the 
property of a third Power an extra com- 
plication is introduced, which naturally 
leads to great delay. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Can the 
noble Lord say whether the effect of the 
existing state of things is to prevent the 
continuance of the construction of the 
railway sidings, which were held to be 
absolutely essential to the working of 
the line 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: If I re- 
member rightly, the importance of the 
tailway sidings had reference to the 


Viscount Cranborne. 
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evacuation of the army of occupation. 
in China, and no complaint had reached 
us of any serious difficulty having been 
found by our military authorities jn 
that respect. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : Who is in possession of the 
disputed ground in the meantime ? 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: We are 
in possession of some of it, and the Rus- 
sians are in possession of some of it. The 
matter is under discussion, and will be. 
settled, I hope, in due course. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Ly nn Regis) : 
Are we to understand that the Russians 
have agreed to the maintenance of the. 
status quo % 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: Yes, Sir, 
in regard to the disputed territory. We 
have agreed that the matter is to be re- 
served entirely for future discussion. 
Although it is very possible, I may 
frankly say to the Committee, that the 
authorities on the spot have not rigidly 
carried out in every respect the orders. 
of the central authorities, ihat is a 
matter of very small importance, and. 
the important thing for us to fix our 
minds upon is the engagement which the. 
Russian Government have made to. 
reserve this question for future deter- 
mination, and that nothing shall be 
done in the meantime to prejudice the- 
rights of either Government. 
Then I may say a word about 
Shanghai. The hon. Member for South. 
Molton was evidently surprised to find 
that there were foreign troops in 
Shanghai. I am afraid the hon. Mem- 
ber has not read the Blue-books, because 
if he had he would have found that 
accounts of the presence of foreign troops: 
in Shanghai have been elaborately set 
forth in a great many despatches, and 
that we understood at the time the 
reason why they arrived there. It was, of 
course, in connection with the disturb- 
ances in China. A good deal was said 
at the time of the possibility of a rising 
in the northern part,in the neighbour- 
hood of the Yang-tsze Valley; and a 
discussion took place between ourselves. 
and the foreign Powers and the Yang- 
tsze Viceroys as to whether it would or- 





q73 _ Supply—Civil 


would not be a good thing to land 
European troops in Shanghai. I need 
not go into this, because the negotiations 
have passed, but the upshot of it all was 
that a large number of troops landed, 
partly English, partly French, partly 
Germans, and partly Japanese ; but the 
English troops are more than the equiva- 
lent of all the others put together. The 
hon. Gentleman said that that, appar- 
ently, was a violation of the principles 
which we have determined to uphold. 
We are not in a position to dictate to 
foreign Powers—we have never aspired 
to dictate to foreign Powers in regard 
to Chinese territory, as if it belonged to 
ourselves. No such claim has been put 
forward. When I hear hon. Gentlemen 
talk about our position on the Yang-tsze 
and about the ‘ open door ”’ in the same 
breath, I wonder they do not see they 
are inconsistent. Our object, of course 
is to keep the Yang-tsze Valley open, 
not only to our trade, but to the trade of 
everyone else as well. That is what we 
have always put forward as one of the 
principles of our policy. Though we 
are not in a position to dictate to foreign 
Powers in respect to that matter, we are 
in a position to know what their inten- 
tions probably are. That knowledge is 
founded on information that we receive, 
and we understand that they intend 
their forces there to be only temporary 
occupation. I hope that will satisfy the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Why are the French 
building quarters there ? 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: That is a 
question the hon. Member should address 
to the French Government. I should 
like to say one word in regard to what 
we have done. We have been engaged 
in securing the assent of the Chinese 
Plenipotentiaries to the various pro- 
visions in the Joint Note. The Joint 
Note is a very long and important docu- 
ment, consisting of about twelve clauses 
which puts forward the demands of the 
Powers upon China, and in which they 
declare the concessions which are con- 
sidered an essential retribution for the 
outrages which have been committed in 
violation of our national treaties with 
China. We have made great progress. I 
cannot say that in every respect the nego- 
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tiations are finished, but we have donea 
great deal. There was a question of 
punishment. The Committee is aware 
that a large number of the greatest 
offenders have been condemned, and we 
are informed that they have been 
punished. Then there are the provincial 
offenders. A very large number have 
been put on a list which has been sub- - 
mitted by the Powers to the Chinese 
plenipotentiaries, and we have insisted : 
that they must also be punished. I 
cannot say that punishment has actually 
been carried out, but it is one of the 
matters which are still pending. Then 
there is the question of the Legation 
quarter in Peking. The Powers have 
determined what the Legation quarter 
in Peking shall consist of. They have, I 
think, come to the conclusion as to the 
garrison which is to hold it. Then as to - 
the razing of the Ta-ku and other forts, 
an agreement has been arrived at. The 
military occupation of certain points has . 
been determined upon, and I think the 
forces which are to oceupy them have 
been selected. 

There remain two very important 
articles—the article which has to do with 
the indemnities and the article which has 
to do with commercial facilities. In 
regard to the indemnities, I hoped 
that I should have been able to announce 
to the Committee this afternoon that the - 
question had been finally settled, but 
there is one particular which has not been 
settled. Nearly everything else has 
been. We have settled the total of the 
indemnities—450,000,000 taels ; we have 
settled the method of payment—4 per 
cent. and a sinking fund ; we have settled 
in the main the revenues which are to be 
ear-marked for the payment of interest 
on the bonds to be issued. They are, 
as the Committee probably knows, the 
native customs, the salt tax, the surplus 
remaining of the already hypotheeated 
maritime customs, and, besides that, 
we have agreed to the raising of the mari- 
time customs to an effective 5 per cent. 
ad valorem. As the Committee is aware, . 
owing to the fall in the value of silver and 
other reasons, a large number of the 
customs duties in China which were 
supposed to be 5 per cent. are very much 
below that value. We have agreed that 
that shall be raised to the full 5 per cent., 
but not unconditionally. I should like 
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to draw the attention of the Committee | sions I have already spoken of. There is 
to the fact that we do not think that in the question of inland ‘navigation and 
the interests of British trade it would be of likin in general; and an interesting 
reasonable even to agree to that amount, | department of that into which inquiry 
~or to the raising of the duty at all, except may have to be made is whether a system 
in return for certain concessions. That | which, I believe, Li Hung Chang himself 
‘proposition was not originally made by | started in his own government when he 
‘us. It wasthe original proposition of the was a Viceroy is not likely to prove a 
Dnited States. We have won this point, | good expedient for avoiding the diffi- 
and the form which these concessions | culties of likin—namely, a fixed payment 
‘are to take is the facilitating the river | by the guild of merchants. There is the 
approaches of the Pei-ho and the Yang- | question of foreign salt to be imported, the 
tsze, which I think the hon. Member | transport of grain from one part of China 
opposite has more than once referred to | to another, the liability of Chinese share- 
in this House. I am quite sure that the holders in foreign companies, the protec- 
wight hon. Baronet the Member for the tion of foreign trade marks and inven- 
Forest. of Dean, and the hon. Baronet ‘tions, and the right of residence within 
‘who formerly occupied the office I hold, the walled cities and the open ports. Al] 
will both agree that the matters which I these matters are already under con- 
have enumerated represent the fruits of sideration. No doubt the thing, either 
very long and elaborate negotiations, and jn whole or in part, may be the subject 
‘if in any other respects, and in other | of yery elaborate negotiation. I hope 
departments of the Chinese question, the Committee appreciate that we are 
greater progress has not been made, I not in any way inclined to neglect what 
would ask the Committee to remember | we believe, and have always said, is really 
that you must do one thing at a time, the important matter for us in China, 
and evidently the most important and and that is the protection of our mer- 
pressing matter was to agree upon the chants and the furtherance of our com- 
Joint Note, and then to settle how the | mercial interests. It is with that object 
provisions of it were to be carried out. we shall continue our work. As far as 
“That is what we have been engaged on all | 5, treaty rights are concerned, whether 
these months, and I have told the Com- ,, against China or any other Powers, 
mittee that we have been engaged upon _we shall not forget those rights, though 
it successfully. There is yet a point to | we do not believe in an aggressive policy 
be determined. There was the sugges- i, China. We do not believe that a 
tion of certain Powers that we should |country whose prosperity depends upon 
agree not only to raising the customs | .ommerce and tranquillity would be well 
duties to an effective 5 per cent., but to |, qvised in adopting a hectoring manner 
10 per cent. That, as the Committee are | ;, approaching foreign Powers in regard 
aware, His Majesty's Government find + the difficult situation in China—a 
themselves completely and absolutely | ».anner which might lead to a breach of 
unable to agree to. We cannot agree the peace, which would be destructive 
to raising the amount of the duty any} o¢h of our own commerce and of peace, 


further unless there be important com- | 
aania facilities from China. In regard; Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 


to these commercial facilities it will be | land, Berwick): A considerable number 
‘very soon our duty to enter upon serious | of points have been raised in the course of 
negotiations. The matter is very elabo- | the debate on which I should like to make 
rate, and I am afraid the patience of the| a few comments. And first I would ask 
hon. Member will be very seriously tried, | the Committee to go back for a moment 
ag it cannot possibly be arranged except | to the question of the Congo leases, which 
after very prolonged negotiations. It | was raised early in the debate, and in the 
has to deal with an enormous variety of | speech of the noble Lord opposite. It 
subjects on which I do not think I ought | was the fashion last autumn for some 
to trouble the Committee. I might | members of the Government to say that 
mention one or two of them. The im-| all their difficulties in foreign affairs were 
provement of the waterways has been | inherited from their predecessors. In a 
dealt with to some extent in the conces- | sense this is true, not only of this, but of 


Viscount Cranborne. 
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every Government. Their predecessors, 
when they came into power, found that 
they had inherited some very difficult 
obligations from their predecessors, who 
were mainly the right hon. Gentlemen 
who now occupy the front bench opposite. 
(ne of those obligations, which was most 
dificult, was the unsettled situation in 
Uganda and that part of our sphere of 
influence which subsequently became 
the subject of the Congo leases. The 
situation of which the leases were the 
outcome was one which the last Govern- 
ment inherited from their predecessors. 
| always regretted that the roadway, 
which was part of the leases, had to be 
given up, but the Government of that 
day had no choice in the matter, because 
when fully investigated it was found that 
certain negotiations had taken place 
between Lord Salisbury’s Government 
and the German Government in previous 
years which gave the German Govern- 
ment the absolute right to demand that 
nothing of that kind should have been 
done without their consent, so that we 
hid really no choice in the matter when 
the full circumstances were disclosed. 
That being given up, it undoubtedly had 
a considerable effect on the validity of 


the rights of the agreement with the 
Congo State, and still more when the 
Congo State made an agreement with the 
French Government, which prevented 
them implementing a great part of their 


lease. The fact remained that, the leases 
having been made by the Congo Govern- 
ment, a good many years had passed, and 
a great part of the leases had not been 
implemented by them. I consider these 
are small matters in the Congo leases. 
The thing, however, I was anxious about 
at that time was as to the position we were 
placing ourselves in, when making the 
Agreement, with regard to Egypt. We 
were the trustees at the time of the rights 
of Egypt. Egypt had rights in those 
regions which she abandoned by force, 
but unwillingly, and when abandoned 
she expressly declared that she did not 
abandon them for good. That being so, 
though the rights of Egypt were not 
being revived at that time, it was abso- 
lutely necessary in making that Agree- 
ment with the Congo State that the 
rights of Egypt should be most strictly 
reserved. I think that substantially 
what I have said is in agreement with 
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what the noble Lord opposite has said. 
I was a subordinate member of the 
Government that made the Agreement, 
and I may express my own view that the 
present position and the validity of the 
Agreement coincides very much with that 
which the noble Lord has put before us. 

I pass from that to what the noble Lord 
called the eternal subject of China. The 
subject of China is always interesting, 
because it is so important, but it is a most 
difficult and unwieldy subject to handle 
in debate. I always feel when we come 
to debate it that the whole question is 
like a great morass, in which one has to 
step from one firm piece of ground to 
another, and it does not get less of a 
morass when it comes up in this House. 
Everything has made the morass worse, 
and the firm ground more and more 
scanty, and to-day, when we should like 
to know about the future and what the 
relation of China is going to be to the rest 
of the civilised world, that becomes more 
obscure and more mysterious. The diffi- 
culty of preserving and protecting the 
independence and integrity of China are 
not less, but greater, than before—the 
difficulty of seeing China make the pro- 
gress which Japan has made in the 
comity of civilisation is greater than ever, 
and the whole subject is more obscure 
than it has ever been. 

The subject falls into two main parts— 
our relation to China and to the other 
Powers who also have interests there. 
Our interests have not been separately 
conducted. They have been conducted 
by the British Government as part of the 
Concert of European Powers together 
with the United States of America. The 
Concert has had a somewhat melancholy 
history. The military side of it has not 
been a pleasant one. We have had 
accounts circulated in the world at large 
of excesses and barbarities which, if true, 
would be a disgrace to civilisation. But 
I am reluctant to comment upon these, 
because accounts which we know to be 
untrue have been circulated with respect 
to excesses and barbarities by our own 
troops in another part of the world. We 
should resent that intelligent men in 
foreign countries should believe some of 
the things that have been stated in 
foreign newspapers about our own troops 
in the field. That being so, I would fain 
extend to other Powers whose troops 
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from them with regard to ourselves. But, 


be that as it may, the main question for | 


us in this Committee is the conduct of our 
own troops, and I am glad that, in all 


that has passed, we have received from | 


the Government—and, indeed, no serious 


charge has been brought against our | 


troops—assurances that no charges have 


been brought with good foundation. | 
That may be enough, so far as that part. 
of the subject is concerned. I have heard | 


something of friction between the foreign 
troops who were engaged, and especially 
of the bearing of some of those troops 
towards our own Sikhs. 
gave us to understand that, in his opinion, 
there was no foundation for the state- 
ments that our own Sikhs had been in- 
sulted by the troops of any other Power. 
I welcome that, and I hope it is true. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: What I 


said was that I knew of no such alterta- . 


tion between the Russian troops and our- 
selves. Undoubtedly, there were certain 
altercations between certain foreign 
troops and ours. I do not think it is 
right that the Committee should attribute 
very much importance to them. They 


were isolated cases, so far as we are: 


aware. We cannot expect everybody to 
be wise at such a time. 


Srk EDWARD GREY: I would only 
say that if any cases of that kind did 
occur to our own troops, and if they were 
absolutely unprovoked and amounted to 
insult, the reparation ought to have been 
public and exemplary, and I am sure any 
foreign Government would make that 
reparation. Then there is the political 
and diplomatic action of the Concert and 
the effect its action may fhave politi- 
cally on the future of China. I am afraid 
that effect will be bad. The Concert has, 
I suppose, put a certain amount of fear 
into the minds of the Chinese by its 
operations, but I am afraid fear and 
resentment are likely to be the main 
effect of the operations. Even the fear is 
somewhat imperfect, because some of the 
greatest criminals, for whose wrongs we 
went to exact reparation, have escaped. 
Some of the highest certainly have not 


incurred the penalty which it was pro-| 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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have been charged with barbarities in| 
China the same restraint and generosity | 
in abstaining from giving credence to all | 
that has been said which we should expect | 


The noble Lord ' 
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posed to exact with regard to them, and [ 
am afraid that now the Concert is leaving 
China as badly disposed towards the 
other Powers with which it has to deal as 
ever. Our great object was, before 
these troubles, to see a reformed and 
stronger central Government in China. 
Has the Concert done anything to bring 
that about ? It has weakened the central 
Government without making it any 
better. The action of the Powers jointly 
has been not only to bring reform no 
nearer, but I think it has postponed 
reform. It has not made the Govern- 
ment stronger, but has weakened it. | 
am afraid that even in the matter of the 
indemnities the Concert have sown seed 
which may lead to a further crop of 
troubles. They arranged the question 
apparently with the idea that they should 
set the maximum amount which China 
could be expected to pay and impose that 
upon the Chinese Government. What is 
to happen in the future, when there are 
other matters to deal with? If we have 
already reached the maximum it will be 
impossible to exact reparation, by way of 
indemnity, for what may occur in the 
future. Then, if you load China with 
these indemnities, how is it possible that 
she should improve in the future? | 
think His Majesty’s Government have 
done their best to keep the indemnities 
down. They have certainly kept our 
own indemnity down. I think their line 
has been that we ought to be moderate in 
indemnities and seek compensation in the 
future prosperity of China, and that this 
would be better than to prejudice the 
prospects of improvement by a load of 
debt. I agree entirely with that view. 
But then some other Powers have fixed 
their indemnities so high that the chance 
of our finding compensation in the im- 
proved prospects of China is really de- 
stroyed. 


I heard the noble Lord claim the 
other day that the British Govern- 
ment had been the guiding spirit in the 
Concert. I must say that I think it 
would be better if that claim were with- 
drawn. I think the action of the 
Concert has been comparatively in- 
effective in the past, and is likely 
to lead to a great deal of trouble in the 
future. I thought until that claim 
was put forward that the British Govern- 
ment had been overborne by the Concert 
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rather than that it had dictated the 

liey of the Concert. I have always 
felt that considerable allowance should 
be made for the difficulties of the British 
Government in their desire not to do 
anything which would make it difficult 
for the Concert to keep together. But 
that excuse is entirely destroyed if the 
noble Lord puts forward the claim that 
the British Government have been the 
guiding spirit of the Concert. It is 
difficult to see, without being possessed 
of full knowledge, how much more the 
Government might have done. But I 
think they might have had more say in 
choosing who were to be the Chinese 
through whom negotiations were to be 
conducted with the central Government. 
Ido not think the mediums who were 
chosen by the Concert to conduct these 
negotiations were altogether happy ones. 
I wish it had been possible for His 
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Majesty's Government to choose men of 
proved capacity and proved goodwill, | 
such as one or both of the Yang-tsze | 
Viceroys, as the medium through which 
negotiations should take place with the | 
central Government. The amount of | 
the indemnity is fixed, and comparatively | 
little hitch remains as to how the in- | 
demnity is to be raised. I have no wish | 
to criticise what has already been done. | 
I shall not criticise jealously the increase | 
of maritime Customs if we have greater | 
facilities for internal trade. I believe | 
the abolition of the likin would far more | 
than compensate for the increase of the 
maritime Customs dues. But the aboli- 
tion of the likin is a very difficult matter. 
lt means putting an end to corruption 
in the internal government of China, 
and the adoption of European methods. 
It means so much that I should almost 
despair of improving the likin system 
if it were not for the comparison with 
what has already been done in the 
Chinese maritime Customs. They,. I 
suppose, were at one time as bad as the 
likin system is. We know what they 
have become under European guidance. 
It is not so easy to deal with internal 
duties as with maritime Customs. It 
is one thing to have European influence 
on the littoral and in the ports, and 
another thing to make it felt inland. I 
should think, however, it may be possible 
in some districts, especially those under 
good Viceroys, gradually to extend a 
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partial application of the maritime 
Customs system to the likin duties. If 
that could be done some progress would 
be made. With regard to other con- 
cessions, the noble Lord expressed some 
surprise at the impatience of my hon. 
friend the Member for South Molton at 
the slow progress made in getting other 
facilities for British trade. The expecta- 
tions of my hon. friend had been very 
much raised by a speech made by a 
predecessor of the noble Lord about 
three years ago. I have always felt that 
the difficulty of dealing with this ques- 
tion of China is that it does not lend 
itself to firm and confident language. A 
speech which Lord Curzon made in 1898 
is, I think, the best example of how 
dangerous it is to use firm and confident 
language about the future of affairs in 


| China. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: Not con- 
fident. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I think if 
he reads the speech he will find it very 
confident. The internal waterways of 
China were referred to, and the speech 
read as if in a few months British vessels 
would be able to convey British mer- 
chandise to every riverside town and 
port in China. At that time, when we 
were critical of Chinese affairs, when 
our attention had been arrested by the 
fact that Russia and Germany had been 
making vast strides in China, partly at 
the expense of British interests, and 
when we were anxious to know how 
British interests were being upheld, our 
mouths used to be stopped by firm 
language of that kind. If anyone reads 
those hopes held out three years ago, 
what remains of them? We are exactly 
at the same point—those internal water- 
ways have not yet been made available 
to British trade—but the noble Lord 
does not speak in nearly the same 
terms of confidence as Lord Curzon 
did three years ago with regard to 
them, and these waterways have 
not yet been made available for 
British trade. What we have left from 
the negotiations of three years ago is 
the possession of Wei-hai-wei—a place 
which lies, unfortunately, remote from 
such regions as the Yang-tsze, where 
British trade interestsare more especially 
J, 2 
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concerned. The fact of having taken 
Wei-hai-wei undoubtedly makes it more 
difficult for us to obtain another port 
which might be better situated for 
British interests. If we are going to 
choose a place in China, I wish we had 
chosen one nearer to the Yang-tsze 
region than Wei-hai-wei. In these 
mutters of trade a great deal depends, 
and always will depend, in China, on 
prestige. Prestige is a word used to 
signify so many things. There is the 
kind which goes up like a rocket and 
comes down like a stick. I mean that 
slow, gradual, and well-maintained pres- 
tige which comes from having a good 
personnel upon the spot in the consular 
service. What I would suggest in the 
matter of trade—though I have no 
reflections to make on the present consu- 
lar service in China—is that it ought to 
be one of the main objects of the Foreign 
Office to maintain that consular service 
at a high level, to have men of force, 
ability, and tact in all the right places 
in China, and to keep them there so that 
they can acquire that knowledge that 
can only be gained by long residence. 
One of the difficulties of foreign affairs 
is that the diplomatic service and the 
consular service need different trainings. 
The consular service has to deal with 
trade, and for that purpose it is best that 
a man should remain in the same country 
piling up his knowledge ofits trade. For 
diplomacy I think that is apt to be 
dangerous. You want a man who goes 
from post to post, so that his perspective 
may be a wide one in whatever post he 
muy be placed. I think that you should 
have the consular service in China main- 
tained at the highest possible level, 
because it so much depends on the Consul 
on the spot whether British trade gets 
those facilities from native authorities 
which it ought to have. Behind the 
consular service there ought to be— 
there was when I knew it, I hope it is the 
same now—a first-rate energetic Chinese 
department at the Foreign Office, not 
only to back up the consuls, but to focus 
the eye of the Secretary of State for the 
time being on Chinese affairs. 

I agree with the criticisms that have 
been made on the Agreement with 
Germany. It seems to me a most one- 
sided Agreement. The noble Lord re- 
ferred us to the plain meaning of the 


Sir Edward Grey, 
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words, and then he entered on an ex- 
planation of the Agreement, by which we 
were told that we must carefully keep 
certain parts separate. Then the Agree- 
ment comes to very little: the only part 
of it that is unlimited is the part relating 
to territorial advantages between the 
two contracting Powers to it. What are 
the two contracting Powers todo? The 
third clause says that in case of another 
Power making use of the complications 
in China in order to obtain under any 
form whatever such territorial advan- 
tages, the two contracting parties reserve 
to themselves to come to a preliminary 
understanding as to the eventual steps 
to be taken for the protection of their 
interests in China. It needed no Agree- 
ment to reserve that right to the two 
Powers. The more I look at this Agree- 
ment, and the more I consider the inter- 
pretation put upon it by the German 
Government themselves, the more one- 
sided it appears to me to be. From 
the point of view of Germany it seems 
that under the Agreement they have 
undertaken no obligation in Manchuria, 
and abated no privilege in Shantung, 
but have secured equal terms for them- 
selves in the Yang-tsze Valley. We 
cannot impose terms on the German 
Government in regard to Manchuria 
which they do not wish to have, we do not 
propose to take any steps in regard to 
Shantung, and we have always said 
that we do not wish to exclude them, or 
anybody, from full competition in any 
part of China, so that we are not losing 
anything under the Agreement ; but, for 
all that, it is a very one-sided affair. The 
plain meaning of the Agreement seems 
to me to be this. We have promised 
that we will not do in any part of China 
what Germany has already done in 
Shantung, and Germany has promised 
that she will not do it anywhere else 
except in Shantung. She has certain 
privileges in Shantung which we cer 
tainly cannot have for ourselves in the 


'Yang-tsze Valley ; this Agreement has 


precluded us from having them. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: I told the 
Committee just now that the Agreement 
has nothing to do with the interior of 
China at all ; it has no reference what- 
ever except to the coast—the open-door 
clause, I mean. 
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‘Sir EDWARD GREY: Yes, but it 
has to do with all the ports of the Yang- 
tsze, and the Yang-tsze river goes very far 
into the interior of China—in fact, the 
region to which we have specially devoted 
our attention in China is named after the 
river because the river goes right through 
the region. I have criticised the Agree- 
ment ; Idonot mean tosay I wish it had 
not been made, but it seems to me worth 
very little. Ido not wish that it had not 
been made, because I am anxious that we 
should work with Germany as far as 
China is concerned. When you look at 
the foreign interests in China, it seems 
to me you find, to begin with, that 
there are certain Powers who have 
no further territorial ambitions what- 


ever, and whose interests are likely | 


to be confined to trade. We are one of 
those Powers. I understand that the 
Government hold the view that we 
not only do not desire further territory 
in China, but that we wish to avoid 
undertaking further territorial respon- 
sibilities. I think there is reason to 


believe that Germany is now in the same 
position ; she has got some territorial 
advantages, but does not wish to extend 
them, and has an interest in trade. 


The 
United States have a great interest in 
trade, and, I believe, desire to avoid 
territorial responsibility. There you 
have three Powers with a solidarity of 
interests, apart from what has been 
done in the past, and those three Powers 
ought to act together in Chinese matters ; 
because selfish interests ought to hold 
them together. When you come to 
the other Powers, we find that Japan 
has political interests as well as trade 
interests. Well, it used to be the case, 
and as far as I know it is the case now, 
that Japanese interests not only arouse 
no conflict with us, but have excited our 
sympathy. We were the first to wel- 
come Japan to the comity of civilised 
nations ; we have watched her progress 
with an eye not only not jealous but very 
sympathetic, and as far as I know, and I 
certainly hope it is true, the Government 
observe this attitude towards her. But 
another Power besides Japan has political 
interests with regard to China—namely, 
Russia. It appears to me that circum- 
stances and inclination have led Russia 
lately to expand, particularly in Asia. I 
endorse what I think was Lord Salisbury’s 


{26 Juty 1901} 
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phrase with regard to the Russian 
Government, that there was room in 
Asia for both of us, and I believe it to be 
absolutely true, but the application of 
the phrase needs a little more care. 
It is equally true to say that there is 
room in the Atlantic for the ocean-going 
steamers, but it is desirable that they 
should agree among themselves upon 
certain routes which they should observe, 
in order to avoid the danger of collision. 
So with us and Russia in Asia. An 
understanding between the two countries 
is really vital to any satisfactory condi- 
tion of affairs. While I am told it is diffi- 
cult to have an understanding with the 
Russian Government, I do not care a fig 
for the accusations of duplicity sometimes 
brought against the Russian Government, 
but I say the Russian Government 
carries to excess the precept of not 
letting her left hand know what her 
right hand is doing. But we must 
remember that the whole of our policy 
for a generation or two past must have 
had for its result to lead Russia to believe 
that we are likely to oppose whatever 
she does, and what I regret is that the 
opportunities that have arisen in the Far 
East have not been taken of impressing 
on the Russian Government that it is 
not only possible but to her interest to 
be frank and open with us about her 
own ambitions. Take the question of 
Port Arthur ; she wished not only for a 
commercial port, but a military port. 
We never gave her to understand that 
we were prepared to concede more than 
a commercial port. We expressed sur- 
prise when we were asked to withdraw 
our ships from the port, and we took 
dudgeon when we found she was in 
possession of what we are now all agreed 
she will remain in possession of, and 
which we believe is not incompatible 
with British interests. If we had only 
impressed on her before how much con- 
cession we were prepared to make as 
to her expansion in that part of the world, 
then all this would have come about as 
the result of her agreement with us, and 
not in the unpleasant way in which it 
has come about, and in the future the 
Russian Government would certainly 
have felt that it is not only possible but 
hopeful to be frank with us about her 
aims. If I had thought that Russian 
expansion in Asia was necessarily in 
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consistent with British interests which} are small matters. To return to my 
we must maintain, and that they old point. The more the Russian Govern- 
could not be so guided and directed as | ment can be convinced that it is possible 
to be compatible with our own interests, to have satisfactory dealings with us 
I would not press this. It is precisely about large matters, the more we shall 
because I believe that by frank dealing | find that these small matters tend to 
with the Russian Government her | disappear. But in all these things we 
legitimate ambitions may be satisfied in| must be careful to avoid the old habit 
Asia without our legitimate claims being | of trying to deal with the Russian Govern- 
endangered that I do not press the point, | ment through the Chinese Government. 
and because I see more and more that | We did soin the Port Hamilton case— 
unless we can, as we have the oppor- 'we withdrew from there when the 
tunity, convince the Russian Govern- | Russian Government had given a promise, 
ment that her expansion can be taken in | not to ourselves, but to the Chinese 
consultation with us, and not at the|Government. We used the Chinese 
expense of British interests, there is| Government as an intermediary. We 
great danger in the future. The noble) must not do that. Russia, I am sure, 
Lord claimed great credit for the Govern- | is becoming to China the great shadow 
ment for the restoration of this northern | which all Chinese Ministers see creeping 
railway to the British owners. I am across Asia, and already falling on their 
not prepared to cheer the noble Lord on | own territory ; it fascinates their atten- 
what the Government have done. What tion, not unnaturally. We shall never 
they have done is to get our property | be able to deal with the Russian Govern- 
restored to us—— | ment on equal terms through the central 
|Government at Peking; we must deal 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (York, W.R., | with the Russian Government direct. 
Barnsley): Part of it. |There only remains the question of 


|France. The main interests of France 
Stk EDWARD GREY: Yes, part of fee in the South of China, and there, 
it, not even the whole of it. 


We are | again, I think we must be frank with 
told that statements appear to the effect | the French Government. She is anxious 
that when the Russians occupied that | now to push railways into districts of 
railway they carried away a good deal | South China which she believes to be 
of the plant. Has that been restored | commercially rich. Those railways will 
as well as the railway? It is said that | connect her own territory of Tonking 
the Chinese did not do this. If the, with certain commercial districts of 
Russian Government has actually carried | China. By all means let her have access 
away what the Chinese Government left | by her railways to those southern districts, 
intact, we ought certainly to have an | but in return she must bear in mind that 


explanation. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: I suppose 
the right hon. Baronet is referring to 
the workshop in Shan-hai-kwan. A 
certain amount has been restored, and 
the Russian Government has promised 
to restore the rest, but that has not been 
done. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: Then, as I 
said before, we must withhold our cheer- 
ing, and, even when the reparation is 
conceded, after all it is not as if we ob- 
tained anything new, or got a fresh 
concession or advantage. It is merely 
that we get back, after a considerable 
interruption, a possession which we 
held some time ago. I will not dwell 
on the Tientsin affair, for I think these 


Sir Edward Grey. 


/our access is through the waterways. 
What I think the Government ought to 
_arrange, as only fair between ourselves 
|and the French Government, is that if 
we do not oppose her access by railways 
she must not oppose our having ports 
| open on such places as the west coast. 
We were told that Nan-ning was to be 
open, yet obstacles were raised. The 
Government ought to see to it that side by 
side with the access of the French, which 
we do not wish to impede, progress should 
be made in the waterways, our natural 
means of access in the same parts, and 
when you have railways and waterways, 
while waterways will be our best access, 
we ought to bear in mind that the most- 
favoured-nation clause must not be 
evaded by very favourable treaties as 
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to goods carried on the railways as!To maintain the independence and 
against restrictions on goods carried | integrity of China, we thought, implied 
by the waterways. We have to see that | a large responsibility, but we are in favour 
the most - favoured - nation treatment, | of it, and would be glad if it could be done. 
which we really contend for, is not} We also wish to see British trade main- 
withheld from the waterways in China. tained and progress made with it, and 
A whole network of railways is pushing the door kept open; but after all 

into China ; the Russians have pushed in | these definitions are but as opiates 
from the east and north ; the Peking and when debates on foreign affairs in this 
Han-kau Railway comes down right | House become exciting, and success does 
into the Yang-tsze . Valley; and the} not depend upon them. On what 

French are pushing railways from the’ then, does it depend? There will be 
south, I do not object to those railways | some who will readily reply, on the power 
bring made by companies not our own, by | of the British Navy, and in a sense I agree 
companies with clauses binding them | with them, for without that your inte- 
not to get their material in our country | rests will be thrust aside inside and 
but in the countries to which the con- outside a concert of Powers. But the 
cessions were originally given. But we | Navy is not a motive power in foreign 
have to see to it that in the working! policy; it is a power in reserve. I do 
of those railways our own means of | not know a Government during the last 
access on the waterways is not prejudiced. | twenty years which has achieved more 
_{n this matter, after all, we can only | results in its foreign policy than that of 
judge of the success of the Government Germany. That Government relies on 
by results ; it would be cruel to judge them | jts military power, yet it has peacefully 
hy the standard Lord Curzon set up in| maintained a successful policy. Admit- 
his speech of a few years ago. If we did, | ting, then, that you must have physical 
they would plead that they had been the | force in reserve, on what does success 
victims of circumstances. This Govern-| really depend? It depends, and always 


ment have had to plead that excuse an 
unusual number of times of late. They 
ask, How could anyone in their places 
have done better than they have done ? 
It is not for us to tell the Government 
or to press upon the Government any 
definite steps ; it is not for us on this side 
of the Table to say what definite steps 
should be taken, for we have not the 
opportunity of consulting experts, we 
do not know the inner situation, and 
ca not have the knowledge while in 
opvosition. It is not for us to prove, not 
for us to advise ; we can only judge by 
results. As I have already said, His 
Majesty’s Government represent only 
one in a group of Powers, and we 
cannot hold them responsible for every- 
thing that has happened ; at the same 
time we do discern a tendency in 
the last few years, a general influence 
of squeeze upon British trade in China. 
That pressure we wish to see relaxed, and 
success in that direction does not depend 
upon definitions of our foreign policy. 





| an office. 








With little experience any Secretary of 
State can lay down such definitions and | 
rapidly acquire powers of definition, but | 
success does not depend on this. We have 


will depend, not upon definitions of policy 
but upon the personality of the Foreign 
Minister and Prime Minister. Any man 
who occupies either of these positions 
must be a man of wisdom, a man of 
caution, and a man of peace, or he is not 
fit to be entrusted with the power of such 
The noble Lord said that we 
on the Opposition side never give any 
credit to the Government. On the 
contrary, I give Lord Salisbury all credit 
for the possession of these qualities, 
which he has exercised for the benefit of 
his country. He has impressed upon the 
world at-large that only im the last resort, 
and only under great provocation do we 
resort to force, and that his earnest desire 
is to attain the object he has in view by 
peaceful means. That credit I freely give 
to Lord Salisbury. But we also want 
energy, firmness, promptness in taking 
advantage of every opportunity, small or 
great, as it may arise, and which, if we 
do not take advantage of it, rapidly 
passes away. It is a true policy, us in 
driving, not to go at a great pace, not to 
hustle and jostle your neighbours, but 
to be quick in observing and taking ad- 
vantage of small openings, and to use a 


never disputed the good intentions of the| subtle influence in getting drivers of 
Government in China or their definitions. | other vehicles to adjust themselves to 
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consistent with British interests which 
we must maintain, and that they 
could not be so guided and directed as 
to be compatible with our own interests, 
I would not press this. It is precisely 
because I believe that by frank dealing 
with the Russian Government her 
legitimate ambitions may be satisfied in 
Asia without our legitimate claims being 
endangered that I do not press the point, 
and because I see more and more that 
unless we can, as we have the oppor- 
tunity. convince the Russian Govern- 
ment that her expansion can be taken in 
consultation with us, and not at the 
expense of British interests, there is 
great danger in the future. The noble 
Lord claimed great credit for the Govern- 
ment for the restoration of this northern 
railway to the British owners. I am 
not prepared to cheer the noble Lord on 
what the Government have done. What 
they have done is to get our property 
restored to us—— 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (York. W.R.. 
Barnsley): Part of it. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: Yes, part of 
it, not even the whole of it. We are 
told that statements appear to the effect 
that when the Russians occupied that 
railway they carried away a good deal 
of the plant. Has that been restored 
as well as the railway? It is said that 
the Chinese did not do this. If the 
Russian Government has actually carried 
away what the Chinese Government left 
intact, we ought certainly to have an 
explanation. 

*ViscountT CRANBORNE: I suppose 

the right hon. Baronet is referring to 
the workshop in Shan-hai-kwan. A 
certain amount has been restored, and 
the Russian Government has promised 
to restore the rest, but that has not been 
done. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: Then, as I 
said before, we must withhold our cheer- 
ing, and, even when the reparation is | 
conceded, after all it is not as if we ob- 
tained anything new, or got a fresh 
concession or advantage. It is merely 
that we get back, after a considerable 
interruption, a possession which we 
held some time ago. I will not dwell | 
on the Tientsin affair, for I think these 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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return to my 
old point. The more the Russian Govern- 
ment can be convinced that it is possible 
to have satisfactory dealings with us 
about large matters, the more we shall 
find that these small matters tend to 
disappear. But in all these things we 
must be careful to avoid the old habit 
of trying to deal with the Russian Govern- 
ment through the Chinese Government. 
We did so in the Port Hamilton case— 
we withdrew from there when the 
Russian Government had given a promise, 
not to ourselves, but to the Chinese 
Government. We used the Chinese 
Government as an intermediary. We 
must not do that. Russia, I am sure, 
is becoming to China the great shadow 
which all Chinese Ministers see creeping 
across Asia, and already falling on their 
own territory ; it fascinates their atten- 
tion, not unnaturally. We shall never 
be able to deal with the Russian Govern- 
ment on equal terms through the central 
Government at Peking; we must deal 
with the Russian Government direct. 
There only remains the question of 
France. The main interests of France 
are in the South of China, and there, 
again, I think we must be frank with 
She is anxious 
now to push railways into districts of 
South China which she believes to be 
commercially rich. Those railways will 
connect her own territory of Tonking 
with certain commercial districts of 
China. By all means let her have access 
by her railways to those southern districts, 
but in return she must bear in mind that 
our access is through the waterways. 
What I think the Government ought to 
arrange, as only fair between ourselves 
and the French Government, is that if 
we do not oppose her access by railways 
she must not oppose our having ports 
open on such places as the west coast. 
We were told that Nan-ning was to be 
open, yet obstacles were raised. The 
Government ought to see to it that side by 
side with the access of the French, which 
we do not wish to impede, progress should 


‘be made in the waterways, our natural 


means of access in the same parts, and 
when you have railways and waterways, 
while waterways will be our best access, 
we ought to bear in mind that the most- 
favoured-nation clause must not be 
evaded by very favourable treaties as 
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to goods carried on the railways as 
against restrictions on goods carried 
by che waterways. We have to see that 
the most-favoured- nation treatment, 
which we really contend for, is not 
withheld from the waterways in China. 
A whole network of railways is pushing 
into China ; the Russians have pushed in 
from the east and north ; the Peking and 
Han-kau Railway comes down right 
into the Yang-tsze Valley; and the 
French are pushing railways from the 
south. I do not object to those railways 
bring made by companies not our own, by 
companies with clauses binding them 
not to get their material in our country 
but in the countries to which the con- 
eessions were originally given. But we 
have to see to it that in the working 
of those railways our own means of 
access on the waterways is not prejudiced. 

'n this matter, after all, we can only 
judge of the suecess of the Government 
by results ; it would be cruel to judge them 
hy the standard Lord Curzon set up in 
hs speech of a few years ago. If we did, 
they would plead that they had been the 
victims of circumstances. This Govern- 
ment have had to plead that excuse an 
unusual number of times of late. They 
ask, How could anyone in their places 
have done better than they have done ? 
It is not for us to tell the Government 
or to press upon the Government any 
definite steps ; it is not for us on this side 
of the Table to say what definite steps 
should be taken, for we have not the 
opportunity of consulting experts, we 
do not know the inner situation, and 
ex not have the knowledge while in 
opposition. It is not for us to prove, not 
for us to advise ; we can only judge by 
results. As I have already said, His 
Majesty’s Government represent only 
one in a group of Powers, and we 
cannot hold them responsible for every- 
thing that has happened ; at the same 
time we do discern a tendency in 
the last few years, a general influence 
of squeeze upon British trade in China. 
That pressure we wish to see relaxed, and 
success in that direction does not depend 
upon definitions of our foreign policy. 
With little experience any Secretary of 
State can lay down such definitions and 
rapidly acquire powers of definition, but 


success does not depend on this. We have , 


never disputed the good intentions of the 
Government in China or their definitions. 
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To maintain the independence and 
integrity of China, we thought, implied 
a large responsibility, but we are in favour 
of it, and would be glad if it could be done. 
We also wish to see British trade main- 
tained and progress made with it, and 
the door kept open; but, after all, 
these definitions are but as opiates 
when debates on foreign affairs in this 
House become exciting, and success does 
not depend upon them. On what, 
then, does it depend? There will be 
some who will readily reply, on the power 
of the British Navy, and in a sense I agree 
with them, for without that your inte- 
rests will be thrust aside inside and 
outside a concert of Powers. But the 
Navy is not a motive power in foreign 
policy ; it is a power in reserve. I do 
not know a Government during the last 
twenty years which has achieved more 
results in its foreign policy than that of 
Germany. That Government relies on 
its military power, yet it has peacefully 
maintained a successful policy. Admit- 
ting, then, that you must have physical 
force in reserve, on what does success 
really depend? It depends, and always 
will depend, not upon definitions of policy 
but upon the personality of the Foreign 
Minister and Prime Minister. Any man 
who occupies either of these positions 
must be a man of wisdom, a man of 
caution, and a man of peace, or he is not 
fit to be entrusted with the power of such 
an office. The noble Lord said that we 
on the Opposition side never give any 
credit to the Government. On _ the 
contrary, I give Lord Salisbury all credit 
for the possession of these qualities, 
which he has exercised for the benefit of 
his country. He has impressed upon the 
world at large that only in the last resort, 
and only under great provocation do we 
resort to force, and that his earnest desire 
is to attain the object he has in view by 
peaceful means. That credit I freely give 
to Lord Salisbury. But we also want 
energy, firmness, promptness in taking 
advantage of every opportunity, small or 
great, as it may arise, and which, if we 
do not take advantage of it, rapidly 
passes away. It is a true policy, as in 
driving, not to go at a great pace, not to 
hustle and jostle your neighbours, but 
to be quick in observing and taking ad- 
vantage of small openings, and to use a 
subtle influence in getting drivers of 
other vehicles to adjust themselves to 
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your action. My criticism of the Govern- 
ment policy, so far as China is concerned, 
is that it has not been like skilful driving, 


it has not been quick in taking advantage | 


of opportunities as they have arisen. 
What we want in future is more prompt- 
ness, more agility, nore readiness to seize 
opportunities for pushing our interests. 
In the whole question of China there has 
been too much vague talk and too little 
concentration. The concrete points on 
which we wish to see progress made are 


proper reform of the likin, the opening | 


of waterways, the removal of restrictions 
upon trade, and special encouragement 
to the progress of British trade in special 
regions, such as the Yang-tsze Valley, 
and the maintenance of a first-rate, well- 
supported consular staff. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) said the 
speech of the hon. Baronet was nodoubt 
of the greatest importance. There was 
one thing we might congratulate our- 
selves upon, and that was that in spite of 
the difficulties Chinese trade had been well 
maintained. He found that the trade 
of China for 1900 was very well up to the 
average, and in the early portion of this 
year there had been a very large revival 
of trade, and it worked out very much 
the same as in 1898. With one thing 
that the hon. Baronet had said he could 
not agree, and that was, as he under- 
stood the hon. Gentleman, that the 
result of what was happening in 
China was to make the difficulties in 
regard to China greater in the future. 
For his part he did not think so, 
because it appeared to him that the 
crisis through which China had passed 
had proved conclusively that there 
existed in that Empire a large body of 
educated opinion which was strongly 
in favour of reform. Until the crisis took 
place they did not know that. They did 
not know that behind the Emperor there 
was a large body of public opinion. 
According to Sir Robert Hart, the move- 
ment against the foreigners was confined 
to the northern provinces; and there 
was not the same sympathy with it in 
the southern provinces. It was quiescent 
there, because the Viceroys of the Yang- 
tsze, in spite of all the pressure to which 
they were subjected by the central autho- 
rity, lent their powerful interest to the 
side of lawand orderand the reform party. 
The main leaders of the anti-foreign party 

Sir Edward Grey. 
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| were the Manchus. There was another 
| point on which he did not agree with 
‘the hon. Baronet. At the very begin- 
ning of this struggle one of the Viceroys 
in the Yang-tsze region, who was respon- 
sible for the control of the ports, offered 
Great Britain the occupation of the ports 
i by British troops. It appeared to him 
that if we had proclaimed that we had 
superior interests to any other country in 
the Yang-tsze region, and had practically 
undertaken certain responsibilities for 
our own people in that country and for 
other purposes, and if we had accepted 
the offer of the Viceroys, the power of 
these Viceroys would have been enor- 
mously increased in dealing with the anti- 
reform party. These Viceroys had risked 
much on behalf of European civilisation, 
and it ought to have been part of the 
terms of settlement that they should be 
secured in office against any attempts 
upon their lives by the Empress and the 
Manchus. 
With regard to the indemnity, he 
understood that 5 per cent. had been 
agreed upon, subject to certain conces- 
sions. But the same treaties that gave 
China the right to a 5 per cent. tariff gave 
our traders certain rights, one being the 
free passage of our trade through China. 
If we agreed to the 5 per cent. he hoped 
that the various agreements that China 
had entered into would be carried out. 
What he knew to be the opinion of per- 
sons interested in Chinese trade was 
that, while they were prepared for a 
certain increase in the tariff, China 
ought to undertake to carry out her 
obligations. He feared that the interest 
of traders on that point had not been 
sufficiently considered. He was told 
that if the native customs were put under 
the Imperial Maritime Customs — they 
would give an ample surplus for the 
payment of the indemnity. At present 
there was an enormous amount of specu- 
lation, and if that were stopped and the 
customs were placed under proper con- 
trol they would yield ample funds tor 
the payment of the indemnity. That 
would answer the question asked by the 
hon. Member for the Berwick Division 
that, If further demands were made on 
| China, how were they to be met ? In the 
land tax alone he was assured by Mr. 
Jameson, who was a well-known autho- 
| rity, that there was an immense leakage. 
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With reference to the larger question 
of a 10 per cent. tariff, he was sure that | 
every trader who was interested i in China 
would desire that when that was enter- 


vitally affected trade should also be 
taken into consideration. His noble 
friend mentioned inland navigation, 
but did that mean the right of residence 
in the interior, which was important ! 
Then there was the further point of the 
Commercial Code. That was very im- 
portant, and he thought the time had 
arrived when it should be administered 
by courts of higher status than at present. 
It was perfectly obvious that it was to 
the interest of the commercial com- 
munity that the status of these courts 
should be raised. With respect to the 
general positions of the Powers, he con- 
sidered the Anglo-German Agreement 
of no value whatever. He did not think 
it helped them forward in any degree, 
and he could not see it did them either 
good or harm. He looked upon it as a 
perfectly useless and valueless instru- 
ment. He said very strongly that what 
the Government had to do was to en- 
deavour to arrive, if they possibly could, 
at some understanding with Russia as 
to railways in Manchuria, where British 
trade interests were of great importance. 
He dealt with that particular point two 
years ago when the Government under- 
took to back the Bills of certain financiers 
who were building the railway to 
Niu-chwang. He then expressed the 
opinion that the action of the Govern- 
ment was a great mistake. His reason 
was that, when they allowed Russia to 
take Port Arthur, they admitted she had | 
certain rights in that part of China— 
preferential rights, if they liked to call 
them so—and they knew that Germany 
had always regarded that part of China 
as Russia’s sphere of influence. It 
therefore appeared to him | 
in the extreme, if they had to make | 
up their minds that that was Russia’s | 
sphere of influence with which they 
did not wish to interfere, to lend 
the influence of the Government 
to support a British railway enterprise 
into that region. When the Govern- 
ment made an Agreement with Russia, 
under which they undertook not to com- | 
pete in railway enterprise with Russia | 
iin Manchuria, Russia undertaking not to | 
‘compete in the British sphere of influence, 


unwise | 
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| they missed a great opportunity in not 


tained various large questions which | 


| whole of the British Empire. 
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saying frankly to Russia, ‘“* We are now 
prepared to recognise your position in 
Manchuria.”” Our interests in Man- 
churia were not confined to a_par- 
ticular railway, financed by a few 
wealthy persons. Our interests were 
trading interests. Two years betore 
the disturbances the trade of Niu- 
chwang amounted to three millions 
per annum. Of that we had a very 
large proportion, but it was shared 
by America and Japan. .The question 
of the railway was a difficulty between 
Russia and England alone, and England 
would have to face Russia alone in that 
matter, but if it were a question of Russia 
attempting to put on preferential rates 
against British commerce, the Govern- 
ment would not only have the sense of 
the country with them in resisting that, 
but also the sense of the United States 
and Japan. Therefore, he trusted that 
the Government would consider the 
advisability of coming to some under- 
standing with Russia with regard to the 
railway. In connection with that there 
was a very vital point to remember. A 
foreign syndicate in which France and 
Russia were supposed to be interested 
had got control of railways running 
through the British sphere of influence. 
That bore materially on the advisability 
of arriving at the understanding with 
Russia to which. he had referred. 
Further, in the event of disturbances 
there was the possibility of the countries 
interested sending troops to protect the 
railways, and there was always the danger 
of annexation following protection. That 


| was a real danger, and one which they 


could not afford to overlook. He would 
ask the Committee to bear in mind, also, 
that when they spoke of British trade 
with China they did not mean the trade 
of England alone, but the trade of the 
There were 
India, Singapore, Canada. and Australia, 
and though the trade of England was 
large, it was small compared with 
what went under the name of British 
trade. What had to be remembered was 
that the Houses of Parliament in all 
questions affecting trade in China were 
acting, not for these small islands alone, 
but as trustees for the British Empire. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that 
the present situation in China claimed 
as great attention from the Committee 





































































295 Supply—Ciwil 
to-day as it had done at any previous 
time of the history of what was known as 
the Chinese crisis. That crisis was, in 
his opinion, created by the unjustifiable | 
aggression of foreign Powers in Chinese 
territory, notably on the part of Russia | 
ani Germany. So far as His Majesty’s | 
Government were concerned, the only | 
blame which could be attached to them | 
was that they acquiesced perhaps too 
readily in those aggressions, and thereby 
created in the mind of the Chinese nation 
the impression that we whom they had 
always considered their friends, really 
became in their eyes also desirous of 
seizing their territory and partitioning 
their Empire. The uprising 
Chinese to expel the foreign intruders 
created the crisis. What had been the sum 
total of the action of the allied Powers in 
China during the last eighteen months ? 
He was afraid the Chinese idea of western 
civilisation and Christianity had not 
been enhanced or increased by what had 
taken place recently in the north of 
China, having regard to the massacres, 
outrages, and looting which had been 
perpetrated by the representatives of 


western civilisation ; although he was 
glad to know that, so far as the 
British soldiers were concerned, and 
more especially so far as the 


Indian native troops were concerned, 
that there was very little charge, if any, 
made against them. The effect at the 
end of hostilities in all probability was 


that there was a more deeply rooted 
anti-foreign feeling in China than 


there was before the outbreak took place. 
The situation seemed to be that cer- 
tain reactionary ministers under the 
reactionary Dowager Empress of China 
successfully created in the minds of the 
Chinese people the impression that foreign 
nations were invading and _ seizing 
Chinese territory. He believed that the 
Boxer movement was in a large measure 
what we should have described as patriot- 
ism if it took place in our own country 
in an attempt of our own people to expel 
a foreign invader. The feelings of the 
Chinese were acted upon by these 
reactionary Manchus and the Dowager 
Empress, and the result was what took 
place eighteen months ago. The action 
of the concert of the Powers had placed 
upon the shoulders of the Chinese people 
a huge indemnity of over £60,000,000 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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| sterling. 


| He was glad to know that His 


Majesty’s Government had fixed the 
_ British share of that indemnity at a most; 
moderate figure, but he was afraid that 
| by their neglect to protest sufficiently 
strongly against the excessive and unjust 
demands of other Powers they would 
be regarded by the Chinese as being 
| parties to this excessive and unjust 
demand. The burden of this excessive 
|indemnity would fall, not upon those 
| who had been guilty of the uprising in 
China, but, in the main, on the provinces: 
| which had remained absolutely peaceful, 
and in which no outrages upon foreigners. 
had occurred during the recent uprising. 
There was a great danger that the final 
/imposition of this great demand by the 
concert of the Powers would be to create 
|in the minds of the principal well-regu- 
lated Chinese people, in the provinces of 
the Yang-tsze region and the South of 
China, where law and order had been 
perfectly maintained through the intelli- 
gence and humanity of the two great 
viceroys, when they had. to bear the 
burden of taxation. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present; House 
counted, and, forty Members being found 
present-———— 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (continuing) 
said the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
had said that evening that certain sources 
of revenue had been ear-marked for the 
payment of this indemnity, and that the 
interest had been fixed at 4 per cent., and 
that a period of years had been agreed 
upon ; he had hoped that the noble Lord 
would have been able to inform the 
Committee that a final settlement had 
been arrived at, and that the levelling up 
of the Imperial Customs import duty to 
5 per cent. had been finally agreed upon. 
The Committee recognised that the 
Government had taken a right line in the 
‘interests of British commerce on this 
question, but in connection with the 
raising of the Imperial import duty he 
thought His Majesty’s Government 
ought to have endeavoured to induce the 
Chinese Government to faithfully carry 
out the arrangement by which, by a 
payment of an extra 24 per cent. likin, 
a free transit pass was to be granted to 
British goods no matter to what part 
\of the country they went. He was 

{ 
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giad to feel that when the commercial | we knew, had been engineered by the 
treaties were to be dealt with—and he/ corrupt Manchu officials who formed 
hoped that would be at an early date— | the Court of China, and it was very 
that in the view of the noble Lord | discouraging to find that at the end of 
there must be a total abolition of likin ;' the crisis, when the Allied forces were 
but having regard to the fact that | leaving the country, that they were 
it was from the likin that the pro-| leaving in China practically the same 
vincial governments of China derived | reactionary Court which was in existence 
their principal revenue, it would be abso- there before the uprising began, and 
lutely necessary that out of the increased which would probably lead to further 
revenue drawn from the increased import trouble in the future. He could not 
duties some grant would have to be made understand why His Majesty’s Govern- 
to the provincial governments in sub- ment, in view of all that had happened, 
stitution of the likin, and there would had not given distinct and definite pledges 
have to be allocated a sum out of which to many enlightened statesmen, like the 
the officials throughout China could be Yang-tsze viceroys, that they had not 
adequately paid, so that it would not be given those men to understand that in 
necessary for them to take money passing return for their having prevented the 
through their hands for revenue pur- uprising in their districts they would 
poses. With regard to the rearrange- protect them in their lives, possessions, 
ment of commercial treaties, the noble and positions as a reward tor having 
Lord would agree that the Government protected foreigners effectively through- 
ought to seek to attain the high ideals out the districts over which they ruled. 
which his predecessor in office said had With regard to the fortifications which 
already been attained as to the opening were being erected in Peking, he under- 
up of the great waterways throughout stood that there was to be created in 
China. He remembered Lord Curzon Peking practically an international for- 
coming down to the House and stating tress. He did not suggest for a moment 
that an Agreement had fbeen arrived at that an adequate Legation guard should 
with the Chinese Government by which not be left there, but he deprecated that 
English ships would take English goods there should be erected in the centre of 
to every riverside town in China, yet the city an international fortress, which 
to-day that Agreement remained a dead was to be inhabited bv foreign troops, 
letter. If the noble Lord during his with a hostile city surrounding it. Any- 
tenure of office could carry out com- body who knew anything of Chinese 
pletely the arrangement for the opening matters would know that the Chinese 
of the great waterways of China, he attached a peculiar sacredness to the 
would distinguish himself above his forbidden city of Peking, which would 
predecessor. There was another point be dominated by this fort, and he feared 
which would have to be carefully guarded that the Chinese people throughout the 
against. Russia and France both had an Empire, in districts far from Peking, 
arrangement under which goods were, where there would be no protection 
passed across the Chinese frontier at! after the Allied forces had been with- 
two-thirds less than the ordinary import drawn, in retaliation for the position 
duty. taken up by the Powers in Peking might 
*Viscount CRANBORNE:  Seven- | renew the outrages against foreigners. 
heute au a wacilen Bh tack. He would certainly have wished that 
the fortification of the lIegations at 
*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON accepted Peking should be limited as much as 
the correction, but hoped if there was to possible, having regard to the safety of 
be an increase in the maritime import | the foreign representatives in that capital. 
duties, there would also be a similar, He hoped the Government would not 
increase in the land duties, otherwise | support the stipulation of the Joint Note 
British trade would be more or less prohibiting the Chinese Government 
handicapped. He much regretted at from either manufacturing or importing 
the end of the crisis to find no evidence of arms or creating a military force. If 
any genuine and earnest attempt to set) ever we were to have a regenerated 
up a better Government and administra- | China and a reformed administration it 
tion in China. The recent uprising, as was absolutely necessary that the Chinese 
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should not be debarred from either | particular clause stated the agreeing 
making or importing arms or from | parties agreed “to uphold the same for 
creating such military forces as might | all Chinese territory so far as they can 
be necessary to prevent them being at | exercise influence.” That surely went 
the mercy of a foreign aggressor. There! beyond the sea coast and the riverside 
was Russia in the north with 200,000 | towns and stations. 
men, and if China remained without 

military forces at anv opportune moment * Viscount CRANBORNE: The phrase 
‘a foreign aggressor might make further “ for all Chinese territory ’’ means for 
seizure of her territory. He hoped, the shore in all parts of China and for 
therefore, the Government, so far as the banks of the rivers in all parts of 
their influence could be exercised, would China. That is to say, it is not confined 
exercise their influence to allow the to one province, but it embraces the 
Chinese to place themselves in a position ports on the shore or the littoral of all 
to maintain the integrity of their empire | parts of China. That is further limited 
so far as they could do so by their own | by the phrase “ so far as the contracting 
right arm. Powers have influence.”’ 

The policy of the Government with 
regard to China was one with which *Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said the 
both sides practically agreed. Again noble Lord had omitted to notice certain 
and again the House had been told that | important words ; therefore it would be 
that policy was to maintain the “ open | as well to read the clause— 
door and equal facilities of trade for | ee It is = matter of joint and permanent 
nations, but the Government did not international interest that the ports on the 
appear to have been successful in carry- | rivers and littoral of China should remain free 
ing out that policy. The Anglo-Russian ae Rs reg Pe — ~~ Pi P ey 
Agreement conceded to Russia certain oasoniie oFah weetties “howd Manknetians 
preferential rights in regard to railway and the two Governments agree on their part 
construction north of the Great Wall, to uphold the same for all Chinese territory.” 
and in return we had conceded to us 
similar rights in the Yang-tsze region. 
Then came the Anglo-German under- 
standing by _Which we conceded to) *Viscounr CRANBORNE: 
Germany preferential rights in Shan- 
tung and the valley of the Hoang-ho, 
and she conceded to us_ preferential 
rights in the Yang-tsze region. The 
much-talked-of Anglo-German Agree- 
Seager ge ig ga *Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that the 
and maintain the existing treaty rights <i aa ione orcas capbePog ~e Hee 
nt the various Powers "ni Cites The trade on equal terms with other nations 
noble Lord had stated that that Agree- alte ga age + oe 
Seen rie ar gle splte-~Alee obs Empire. Did the Government now 
ee al ai tate te. | OO forward and declare that they had 
tegrity of China, and the other the egy on ger ving examen Min a — 
- open door.’ But with regard to the c wagcbeotrig eectstbert nenene 
“ ” ‘ ae: ~* China and at the riverside towns and 

open door he explained that it applied | stations 2? That would be an abrogation 
only to the riverside towns and stations | of our treaty rights which could not for 
and the ports on the sea coast of China, | » moment be tolerated. In Clause 2 His 
and had nothing whatever to do with | Majesty’s Government certainly did 
the interior. How absolutely useless agree with the German Government to 
that would be tor the purposes of trade ! do all in their power to maintain un- 
te agente . the goods we exported diminished the territorial condition of 
hing wer consumed tthe eth Chinese Empire; bu fortune, 

‘ 7 ee") the two parties appeared to be in direct 

goods merely went to those points for| eonflict as to the actual object, inten- 
transmission into the interior. But the tion, and meaning of the agreement. 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 


That surely went beyond the seaports 
and the riverside towns and stations. 


It means 
the ports on the river and littoral of all 
Chinese territory. That is the inter- 
pretation which has always been put 
upon it by the Powers. 
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Count von Biilow had said in the 
Reichstag— | 


“The Anglo-German Agreement has no | 
reference to Manchuria. This is shown by the | 
yery wording of the Agreement. I stated | 
before that this Agreement contained no secret 
arrangement of clauses, and that we had 
published the whole ot it. I can now add 
that during the negotiations which led to the 
conclusion of this Agreement we left no room 
for any doubt that we did not take it as 
applying to Manchuria.” 
The House had never had a straight- 
forward answer as to whether that state- 
ment of Count von Biilow was true or not. 
The German Foreign Minister said that 
he left the British Government no room | 
whatever for doubt on that important 
point, and yet we went to the Japanese 
and other governments and induced 
them to sign the Agreement. The 
Japanese Government had distinctly 
stated that when they appended their 
signature they understood it to mean 
what it said, and apparently they were 
left in ignoranceof the private communi- 
cations which Count von Biilow alleged 
had passed between the British and 
German Governments. He had raised 
this point again because it was of great 
importance that the good name of this 
country for straightforward dealing in 
the conclusion of Agreements of this 
nature should be made clear and main- 
tained before the world. He did not 
know what further reply the noble 
Lord—— 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: If the hon. 
Member will put his question I will 
answer it. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: My ques- 
tion is whether the noble Lord accepts 
as correct the statement of Count von 
Bulow in the German Reichstag. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: I can only 
answer that question as I have answered 
it already, and that is that as regards the 
open-door clause it is quite true that 
there is a limitation, upon which I have 
no doubt the German Government rely, 
and under which Manchuria, from their 
point of view, would be excluded. I 
think I may add that it is not at all in- 
correct to say that an intimation to that 
effect was given at the time of the draw- 
ing of the agreement. But when we 
come to the territorial clause, then I say 
there is no limitation at all. In express 
terms it applies to the whole of the 
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Chinese Empire. That is how we under- 
stand it, and that is how Japan under- 


| stands it. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that all 
he had to say on the point was that it 
was an absolute contravention of the 
declared policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment—-namely, to maintain the open door 
throughout the Chinese Empire in 


,accordance with the Treaty of Tientsin. 


Returning to the question of the 
Northern Chinese Railway, he re- 
minded the Committee that a contract 
was first made with the Chinese 
Government that the railway should 
be built with British capital, and 
that we should have a mortgage over 
the whole line. The Russian Govern- 
ment interfered, and, in consequence- 
of their pressure on the Chinese Govern- 
ment, the mortgage was ultimately 
limited to that portion of the line 
within the Great Wall, but we were to 
have the net receipts of the portion of 
the line from Shan-hai-Kwan to Niu- 
chwang. Under the Anglo-Russian 
Agreement we conceded to Russia exclu- 
sive rights of railway construction north 
of the Great Wall, but an exception 
was expressly made in regard to this 
particular railway. The railway was a 
coast railway. When the outbreak 
occurred in China we had, or were 
presumed to have, the most powerful 
fleet in Chinese waters. Surely it would 
have been an easy matter to land some 
bluejackets and station them at various 
points of this coast railway for the pro- 
tection of British property. He thought 
it ought to have been the first duty of His 
Majesty's Government, but it was not 
done. Russia seized the railway, pushing 
to one side the English manager and 
English officials, and until she restored 
to Germany the portion from Shan-hai- 
Kwan to Tientsin we were kept out of 
possession or control of even the portion 
of the line mortgaged to British bond- 
holders. The noble Lord claimed much 
eredit for having succeeded in getting 
this portion of British property restored 
to British subjects, hut he (the speaker) 
did not regard it as a great achievement. 
especially as it came through, and was 
practically arranged by, Germany. The 
noble Lord had stated that the northern 
portion of the line, which he said had 
been appropriated or seized by Russia 
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would, when those military exigencies |tuok part in the military operations 
had ceased to exist, be restored to its against the Chinese who had risen. to 
rightful owners, and again be placed | drive them out. They had no more title 
under the control of the English mana- to seize this portion of land at Tientsin 
ger. Surely the time had come when than had any other Power which took 
that understanding or assurance might part in those operations. The idea of 
reasonably be expected to be carried out. their having obtained from Li Hune 
The allied troops were withdrawing from Chang in December last a free title to 
China, and simultaneously’ with the | this concession would not for a moment 
withdrawal of those troops from the bear examination. 
province of Chili, he thought His What had the Government done in 
Majesty ’s Government ought to expect | regard to this matter ? The House were 
the Russian Government to withdraw told that they came to an arrangement 
from the control of the northern portion with Russia at the time of the railway 
of this railway. Otherwise, what was siding incident that it should be “ hands 
the position! That the Governinent off” by both parties—that the Russians 
were unable to protect the property of | should cease to make their roads across 
sritish subjects in China. Ii that were this concession, that the British should 
acknowledged, it would deal a death-blow cease to construct the railway siding, 
to British railway enterprise in that | and that the matter should be the subject 
country. He did not wish for any un- | of friendly negotiation between the 
duly aggressive action, but as the fight- respective Governments. If the status 
ing was over, and the military exigencies yuo had been maintained there would be 
had disappeared, we had a right to ex- no ground for complaint, but it was 
press our opinion, which should be repre- known beyond a shadow of doubt that. 
sented by the Government in a firm, whereas the British had observed their 
friendly, and dignified manner, that the part of the bargain, the Russians had 
time had arrived for this other portion not only gone on with the construction 
of the Northern Chinese Railway to be of roads, but within the last ten days 
restored to British control. had had, attended with great ceremony, 
There was also the question of the land a formal opening of the whole concession, 
at Tientsin, which was much more im-! including the land claimed by the Nor 
portant than might at first sight appear. thern Chinese Railway Company. The 
It was not a small patch of land of little noble Lord had stated that the Govern- 
consequence. It was a stretch of land ment had reserved the rights of this 
on the bank of the River Pei-ho, two country in regard to this particular land. 
miles in length, and directly opposite But what were those rights worth under 
the British settlement, which was British such circumstances ? Was not  posses- 
Crown land. It would be information | sion nine-tenths of the law ? As he had 
to some members of the Committee that before said, they on that side o: the 
the British settlement af Tientsin was House would not have the Government 
British Crown land, leased by the Crown unduly aggressive, as some hon. Members 
to those who held the various portions on the other side appeared to imagine, 
of it, and at the end of the leasesit would but they would have them maintain the 
become British Crown property. The | honour and dignity of this country, and 
River Pei-ho was extremely narrow, and pursue a firm and definite policy of up- 
the shipping to and from the wharves holding just British rights. That they had 
of the British settlement occupied the not done in regard either to the land at 
whole width of the river. Ifthis Russian Tientsin or to the portion of the Northern 
concession was confirmed, and the Rus- Chinese Railway which remained in the 
sians eventually erected wharves on hands of the Russians. So far as the 
their side of the river, there would be latter matter was concerned, personally 
an absolute block of the shipping and of he would not object if the Government, 
the trade facilities connected with the , in connection with the negotiations with 
British settlement. In that respect, ' Russia, expressed their willingness to 
therefore, it was an important question. sinetion the purchas> by Russia of the 
The Russian forecs went to Tientsin line from the Chinese Government on 
with the other allied forces; and they paymen! to the British bondholders oi 


Mr. Joseph IValton. : 
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the amount of money they had put into , 
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In connection with any settlement 


it. But in return there should be a, of this question with Russia—a ques- 


general settlement with Russia. There | 
should be an international agreement 
securing that on the whole of the rail- 
ways laid down in China, whether by 
France, Germany, Russia, England, or 
any other Power, equal rates should be 
charged for the goods of all nationals. 
When the Anglo-Russian 
was being negotiated Lord Salisbury 
declared that this was an absolutely 
essential condition, but, unfortunately, 
as too often had happened, as the negotia- 


tions proceeded he did not adhere to that | 


position. The Russians said, “Oh, it 
is not the time to discuss the question 
of the rates of railway carriage ; we will 
discuss that when the line is constructed 
and we have goods to carry.” It was, 
however, of the greatest possible import- 
ance to British commerce that such an 
arrangement should be made. 

Speaking on 18th February, the noble 
Lord stated to the House that with 
regard to Niu-chwang--- 

‘We have received assurances at least equal 
to those which have been given us in respect 
to the province of South Manchuria. We 
understand 
restore Niu-Chwang, at the end of their occu- | 
pation, precisely to its former condition ” 
Niu-chwang was the only treaty port in 
Manchuria ; it was a port with which 
we did two or three millions of trade, 
while Russia did only about one per cent. 
of the trade, and yet Russia had assumed 
both the military and civil administra- 
tion without asking leave of any other 
foreign consul. Now that the Allied 
troops were evacuating Chi-li, he sub- 
mitted that the time had arrived when 
the civil administration of Niu-chwang 
should be handed back to the Chinese, 
just as was being done in regard to Peking. 
The maritime customs should cease to 
be collected by the Russians ; they , 
should be collected by the Chinese | 


Maritime Customs, as was done before the | 


rising. In the question of Niu-chwang 
the Government were not the only per- | 
sons interested. The United States, 
Japan, and other Powers who traded 
with that part were equally interested 
in having Niu-chwang restored to its 
original condition. He, therefore, sug: | 
gested that the Government should en- | 
deavour to arrange this matter in concert | 
with the other Powers whose interests | 
were identical with our own. 


Agreement | 


| but southern Persia also. 
'from the American 


tion which had been referred to 
by several hon. Members that even- 
ing—he urged the importance of 
lessening any friction between England 
and Russia and the bringing about of a 
settlement between the two great nations. 
Owing to our war troubles, Russia had 
made greater advances in three years 
than she would have been able to make 
under ordinary circumstances in a 
quarter of a century. She had advanced 


| within measurable distance of having a 


port in the Persian Gulf ; and, unless the 
Government woke up to the realisation 
of the actual situation, they would find 
Russia dominating, not only northern, 
He learned 
Minister that the 
change in policy taken up by Russia 
within the last three years in this part of 
the world had been simply astounding. 
When the Anglo-German Agreement was 
negotiated, surely His Majesty's Govern- 
ment ought to have secured for England 
similar preferential rights over Thibet to 
those enjoyed by other countries. But 


the Russians are prepared to| what was the case at the present time ! 


While our hands were full in South 
Africa we heard of special missions to 
Thibet from Russia, and it would pro- 
bably be found that, arising out of our 
war troubles, Russia had gained a domi- 
nant influence in Thibet. It had been 
' stated that there was room for Russia as 
well as England in Central Asia, but he 
ventured to say that the neglect of His 
Majesty's Government in not arriving at 
a friendly understanding with Russia, and 
leaving Russia to take advantage of 
England's difficulties in South Africa 
and elsewhere to push her trade in a great 
region like Thibet, did not show that the 
policy of the Government in conducting 
the foreign affeirs of this country had 
been marked by foresight, energy, or 
wisdom. In the matter of railway con- 
struction in China they had been told, 
| not by the noble Lord opposite but by 
| his predecessor, that with regard to rail- 
| way construction England was a long way 
/ahead of other nations, and that British 
| subjects had received railway concessions 
| for over 2,800 miles of railwavs in China. 
| What were the real facts of the case ? 
| Not one single railway concession sup- 
| posed to have been given to British 


subjects had been ratified, and not 
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one single yard of railway had been 
lail down. On the other hand, foreign 
Powers had been very active in this 
respect. The Belgian syndicate had 
be mun the construction of a line from 
Peking to Hankow, and now the hon. 
Member for Chester had informed them 
that this syndicate had also acquired 
a concession for the construction of a 
railway from Hankow to Canton right 
through the heart of China, and right 
through the supposed sphere of British 
influence in the Yang-tsze region. We 
were originally accorded absolutely pre- 
ferential rights of railway construction 
in that region, but we gave them away 
under the Anglo-German Agreement. 
He admired the marvellous enterprise 
which Russia was displaying in regard to 
foreign railways. Russia was compara- 
tively a poor nation, but, while England 
remained with folded arms doing nothing 
in the matter of railway enterprise to 
tap the trade of the Far East, Russia had 
built her Trans-Siberian railway across 
Asia. and she had also built her Trans- 
Caspian railway, about which little or 
nothing had been heard in this country. 
Steadily, step by step, Russia advanced 
with the construction of her Trans- 
Caspian railway, and she had completed 


it right to the frontier of Mongolia. And 
vet this gigantic undertaking was 


seareely ever spoken of in this country. 
Zussia had built for the advancement 
of her political and commercial in- 
terests these two great lines of rail- 
way costing about £200,000,000 sterling. 
Those were undertakings which were 
worthy of a great nation, and would 
ensure to Russia commercial and_poli- 
tical predominance. While all this was 
being done by Russia, what had the 
British Government done 2? When it was 
a mere question of making a survey for a 
great railway to connect British Burma 
with China the Government would 
not even find a penny for that purpose, 
and Lord Salisbury spoke of it as a 
chimerical undertaking. Nevertheless, 
British subjects found the money, and 
sent out experienced engineers who sur- 
veyed the country and returned stating 
that there were practically no insur- 
mountable engineering difficulties. 

What he wanted to put before the 
Committee was that if the British 


nation was to maintain its commerce 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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and its prosperity it would have to 
show the same spirit of enterprise as 
competing nations were now exhibiting, 
If a comparatively poor nation like Russia 
was able to construct two great Trans- 
Asiatic lines, surely the wealthy British, 
nation and the Government ought to 
have done the best they could to 
promote the building of this short 
line of 1,200 miles to connect British 
Burma with the Upper Yang-tsze. 
The French in Southern China were 
actively prosecuting and improving their 
political and commercial position. Events 
had recently centred their interest in 
the North of China. While England 
had been asleep in regard to Southern 
China the French had been wide awake, 
and they had been vigilantly pushing 
their interests. They were constructing 
a railway from Tonquin to Yunnan. 
But that was not their objective, for their 
intention was to continue it right through 
the Szechuen province. Whilst the 
French were doing all this on their own 
account, and while we were doing nothing 
to tap the trade of South West China by 
railway construction, His Majesty's 
Government were also apparently ig- 
noring the importance of having British 
trade by way of the West River facilitated 
with Yunnan and Szechuen. The efforts 
of the French to acquire predominant 
influence in Yunnan and Szechuen were 
inconsistent with the Agreement of 
January, 1896, entered into between 
France and England. He would trouble 
the Committee with a short quotation 
from this Agreement, because those two 
provinces of Yunnan and Szechuen 
contained a population of nearly 
80,000,000, and therefore the question 
of upholding their trade rights in those 
great, populous provinces was not a small 
question, and it was a matter of the 
greatest importance to a commercial 
country like England. This Agreement 
of January, 1896, with France provided 
that— 

“In the province of Yunnan and Szechuen, 
all the privileges and advantages of any nature 
conceded to France inthe Agreement of 1895, 
and which may in the future be conceded in 
these two Chinese provinces, either to Great 
Britain or to France, shall, as far as rests 
with them, be extended and rendered common 
to both Powers and their nationals and depen- 
dents, and they engage to use their influence 
and good offices with the Chinese Government 
for that purpose.” 
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What he complained of was that the | had not been sufficiently directed to the 


French Government had ignored this 
Agreement altogether. When England 
sought to connect the Upper Yang-tsze 
by a vailway with British Burmah, 
France opposed it, but they took good 
eare to get a concession of their own. 
They were told that Nanning-fu was 
to be opened two years ago as a treaty 


port. but up to the present time 
it had not been opened. Now 
that the erisis in North China’ was 
largely over, he hoped His Majesty’s 


Government would turn their attention 
to the unfulfilled Agreements with the 
Chinese Government, such as the Agree- 
ment concerning Nanning-fu. If they 
could not have a railway from Burma 
tothe Yang-tsze, the next best thing was 
to get the West River freely opened to 
jritish trade, so that British goods 
might reach the western provinces of 
China. The French were taking vigorous 
steps to increase their prestige in 
Southern China, especially in the province 
of Kwang-si and Kwang-tung, although 
the latter was the hinterland of [long 
Kong. They were supposed to have a 
fleet which commanded the sea, yet in 
(Cantonese waters and on the West River, 
where England did sixty per cent. of the 
whole trade of China, at the present 
moment, although the French had practi- 
eally no commercial interests whatever 
in that region, France had no less than 
six gunboats patrolling those waters, 
whilst England had only three. When 
he was on the West River piracy was 
rife, and the unfortunate British subjects 
were left exposed to the attacks of pirates. 
Perhaps it would not have been much 
loss to the noble Lord if the pirates had 
taken him, but he thought that British 
interests demanded that a force of British 
gunboats should be stationed in that part 
of the China station adequate to maintain 
sritish prestige, to suppress piracy, and 
to give confidenee to British traders to 
send their steamers up the river. 

In conclusion, he wished to sav that 
this question of the Far East was not one 
of light importance to a commercial 
nation like England. England opened 
up China to trade, and they fought at least 
two wars to maintain their commerce. 
He ventured to say that during the 
last two years ot commercial inflation 
in this country, their — attention 
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absolute importance in the interests of 
the future prosperity of British trade of 
maintaining intact their treaty rights 
and their trade interests in that great 
neutral market of China with its 
$00,000,000 population. England pos- 
sessed a worldwide Empire, which she 
had gained by the expenditure of vast 
sums of money and the shedding of blood. 
With the solitary exception of Canada 
they had thrown open that worldwide 
“Empire equally to the trade of all nations, 
and he maintained that it was not an 
aggressive policy, and it certainly was 
not a jingo policy, when they called upon 
His Majesty’s Government to maintain 
intact equally for England and other 
nations in the great neutral market of 
China those trade rights and_ privileges 
which the British nation had always 
endeavoured to maintain. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said it was 
with great satisfaction that he had just 
learned that the West River pirates had 
failed to catch his hon. friend, because if 
they had achieved this nefarious project 
he would have lost the opportunity of 
listening to the most interesting and 
eloquent speeches which the hon. Mem- 
ber was in the habit of making. He 
did not believe in the construction of 
railways in the far East at the expense 
of the State. <A railway from Burma 
to the Yang-tsze would involve the ex- 
penditure of something like £10,000,000. 
The hon. Member opposite had gone at 
length into the history of the glorious 
achievements of Russia in regard to the 
construction of railways; but these 
railways were only single lines, were very 
badly laid and imperfectly built, and were 
incapable of carrying a large amount of 
traffic. No railway that was ever built 
could compare in capacity with the ships 
we could send out from this country, 
which would carry ten times as much 
as the Russian railwavs in one-tenth 


| of the time. 


He thought that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest 
of Dean had called attention to a very 
serious matter in regard to the Anglo 
German Agreement. He confessed that 
he did not quite understand their posi- 
tion in regard to that Agreement. As 
the noble Lord had told them, it con- 
sisted of two parts. The first part 

M 
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asserted that the ports on the coast and {of the treaty, or was it agreed that it 


rivers of the whole of the Chinese 


territory should be open, and that the | 


two Powers would undertake that they 
should be kept open in all parts of 


China where they had influence. That 
meant the whole of China. For what | 
were the parts of China in’ which 


(fermany had no influence, or the parts 
of China in which Great Britain had 
no influence ! There were none. 
they turned to the second clause dealing 
with the territorial 
China, they were told that it 
to the whole of China. So 
British and the German 

They had therefore made an under- 
taking that the ports and_ rivers 
and littoral of China should be free and 
open to trade, and the two Governments 
had agreed to uphold the same for all 
Chinese territory as far as they could 
exercise influence. It was surprising to| 
he told by one of the parties to the Agree- 
ment that the words “ as far as they can 
exercise influence’ did not extend to 
the whole of China, and that it excluded 
Manehuria. It the 
ferred.as it seemed to be thepresent inten- 
tion to say, to those parts of China in 
which Germany, on its part, and Great 
Britain, on her part, had a special footing 
and special influence, what was the use of 
any Agreement at all? The Agreement, if 
it meant anything at all, was intended to 
refer to other parts of China, and most 
especially to the Manchurian part of 
China ; and he was amazed either that 
the German Government should have 
contended or that the British Govern- 
ment should have admitted the conten- 
tion that they meant to exclude Man- 
churia from the first article of the 
treaty. He did not know when this 
announcement was made by the German 
Government If it was made before 
the treaty was signed then His Majesty's 
(rovernment were very foolish to sign 
the treaty at all. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: It 


did the 
influence. 


was made 


hefore. 
*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said if that 
was so he really failed to see what 


object His Majesty’s Government could 
have in view of signing the treaty. Was 
there then any reservation, mental or ex- 


When | 


independence _ of | 
extended | 


Agreement only re-- 


| 


applied, in fact, to the whole Chinese 
Empire, including Manchuria ? 

* Viscount CRANBORNE: ° 
*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : 


is not disputed by the ( 
ment? 


rhat is so 


And that 
rerman Govern- 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: I did not 
say that. 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said this 
| Agreement was entered into by two 
nations, and the German Government 


| 
| 
| 





| 


| 





| dered 


pressed, with regard tothe second article 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 


never repudiated that Agreement. The 
noble Lord now said that he did not know 
that the German Government agreed 
with him in his reading of the clause 
that it applied to the whole of the 
Chinese Empire including Manchuria. 
He wished to know if this Agreement 
| was a fraud or not. It was a fraud as 
regarded the first part, and perfectly 


useless, and it seemed extremely likely 
that it might be a fraud as regarded 


the second part. His belief was that it 
was never intended to have any serious 
effect at all. in all the changes and 
chances of diplomacy Germany and 
Russia had always stood together. In 
the last resort they were always found to 
be one, and he believed that that always 
must be the case because their geographi- 
cal situation dictated it, and there would 
always be a close and fervent amity 
between the two. Was that not the 
explanation of that Agreement ? This 
agreement was a document intended 
to amuse the British public and the 
noble Lord. He was afraid that that 
was all the Agreement amounted to, and 
it was, like many other of the assurances 
given to England by foreign countries, 
not worth the paper it was written upon. 

This was the only opportunity they 
would have to make any review this 
session, however small or cursory, of the 
general affairs of the Empire. He wished 
therefore to offer one or two remarks, 
more general than those which had 
been made in the debate. He had long 
wondered at the want of interest taken 
in foreign affairs. He had also won- 
at the want of interest felt in 
affairs. Colonial affairs had, 
however, been greatly improved, but 
foreign affairs seemed to excite less 
interest than ever they did. He did not 


colonial 
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kuow whether the explanation of this | actually at this moment making a railway 
was to be found in the character of | right through the whole length of Persia 
the different Ministers who had con-|to Bund-r Abbas. on the eastern side of 
trolled colonial and foreign affairs. the Persian Gulf. What had happened 
With regard to the Minister who was ,as regards Turkey | There also, not in 
now at the head of foreign affairs he | consequence of our policy, but in con- 
was bound to say that he received the sequence of indiscreet utterances and 
news of his appointment with very great | the want of what he might call diplomatic 
satisfaction. He believed him to be a|good manners. we had managed to raise 
very capable man, and to be endowed a quarrel. As a result Turkey had 
with precisely those qualities which were portioned out Asia Minor between Russia 
especially necessary for dealing with and Germany as spheres of influence, 
foreign affairs—urbanity, good temper, the northern portion to Russia, the 
discretion, and those good manners | southern portionto Germany. Germany 
which had not always been present in had received a concession for a railway 
the despatches and utterances of all the which was to run through Asia Minor 
Foreign Secretaries they had had. right through Bagdad to Bussorah, on 

His only objection to the present the western side of the Persian Gulf. 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs was that he When these two railways were made 
did not sit in the House of Commons. German and Russian influence would 
He had no complaint whatever to make extend to both sides of, the Persian 
against the manner in which the noble Gulf. and we should see in their 
Lord discharged his duties. But he was | hands all the land lines to India. Lord 
always hampered when he answered ques- | Curzon, when Under Secretary for 
tions, and he had to refer to his chiet | Foreign Affairs, had told the House that, 
in another place, which was a great dis- | as Russia had got her troops on the 
advantage to the House of Commons. waters of the Oxus, we must put our 
He wished to impress upon the House troops there too. We had not done that. 
the extreme importance of foreign | but Russia had taken advantage of the 
affairs, which, after all, were only | outbreak of the South African War to 
the affairs of Great Britain in foreign) march 6,000 men to Kushk, within 
countries. They ought not te forget} 45 miles of Herat. That alone showed 
the enormous responsibilities which} the extraordinary complexity of the 
rested upon them. Let them remember foreign affairs of this country and the 
this country had guaranteed to Belgium, way in which remote events acted on 
Luxembourg, Prussian - Saxony, Switzer-) the safety of India, one of — the 
land, Sweden, Norway, Greece, Turkey, | principal of all our anxieties. “He 
Portugal, Persia, and the Chusan Islands | thought that was a very serious matter, 
inChina. Those were all very serious | and demanded the attention of His 
responsibilities, which at any moment) Majestys Government. He was atraid 
an accident might cause them to have that part was almost past praying for, 
to fulfil, The central governing fact but he could not help expressing his 
of our foreign politics was our | regret at the entirely unnecessary action 
responsibility for the defence of India. and manners whereby countries which 
In spite of Lord Salisbury’s very great were necessary to England for the defence 
ability and experience, his opinion was of India had been almost. entirely 
that with regard to the defence of India alienated from us. Another country 
Lord Salisbury had left this country worse) which had been unnecessarily alienated 
off than he found it. Through some | was Spain. He could assure the Com- 
unfortunate accident during his tenure mittee that to this day Spaniards spoke 
of office we had got at cross purposes with | with bitterness of a certain speech which 
both Persia and Turkey. Persia, as the | was made here by Lord Salisbury some 
hon. Gentleman opposite truly said. had | three years ago. He thought that 
fallen quite unnecessarily under the | speech was misunderstood. He believed 
domination of Russia. Russia had built | that Spain was not actually referred to. 
and possessed almost the one carriage | but Spaniards believed that their country 
road in the country. For years she has | was pointed at most distinctly in’ that 
dealt with as her own the province of speech, on the very day after her fleet 


Ghilan, in the north of Persia, and was' had been destroyed by America at 
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Manilla. Feeling was strong in Spain 
on the matter, and he asked His 


Majesty’s Government to endeavour to 
remove jt, wd to give 
sion of amity and sympathy towards tha | 
country. Spaniards were extremely, 
courteous and polite, and he was quite 
certain that if our Government would 
go a little out of their way to give an 
expression of amity towards the Spanish | 
Government and nation it would be} 
highly appreciated and would do some- 
thing toward removing the evil recollec- 
tions which were still held. 
same with France. Resentment was 
aroused in that country at the time of the 
Fashoda affair, not so much on account 
of what we did, as, in the words of the 
song, on account of the “ nasty way” we 
did it. He hoped the Government | 
would endeavour to remove this bad 
uupression. It was important not only 
to England and France, but to Europe 
itself, that the two countries should be 
well allied. He was more than amazed 
at the unnecessary amount of subser 
vience which our Government had con 
sistently shown towards Germany. In 


the case of the German vessels that 
carried contrabund of war tor the 
Transvaal we had muddled all our 


instead of 
the 


getting 


Germans 


proceedings, and, 
compensation from us, 





should have paid us compensation. 
In that matter we had — received 
most — supercilious treatment from 


Germany. He was not going to rake up 
the old grievance about the Transvaal. 
He hopea that the rumours which were 
now current that peace was being patched 
up at Amsterdam or elsewhere were true. 
He was convinced that if any sert of peace 
vould be arranged South Africa would 


settle down as if by magic, and we would ! 


once more live in peace and amity. 
was perfectly sure that the Boers of the 
Orange Free State—— 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That | 


does not come under this Vote. 


only an incidental reference. Le, there- 
fore, attached great importance to the | 
negotiations which, he believed, 
going on on the Continent of Europe in 
regard to this matter. He observed 
that the American Ambassador had gone 
to Holland. ile believed that there had 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said this - 


were 


{COMMONS} 


| 


It was the|a general belief that we 
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| been, certainly for the last six months, 
negotiations passing between various 
countries with regard to this matter, 


some expres ; and that was why he was anxious that 


the war should come to an end, tor if it 
did not come to an end we should in 
the spring of gnext year run a risk of 
foreign complications arising with regard 


to it. We were not loved on the Con 
tinent. He could tell hon. Members 
that wherever he went on the Con 


tinent he found not only hatred. but 
dread and fear of England. There was 
were strong 
enough to conquer the world, that we 
meant to do it. That might be compli- 
mentary, but fear begot hatred. and 
hatred hostile or unfriendly action. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun 


dee): I hope I shall not be considered 


| to be out of order if | venture to express 


my entire concurrence with the hon, 
Gentleman who has just sat down in 
the concluding observations — he made, 


}and in the aspirations for peace which 


he expressed, and in the grounds on 
which he put them, namely, that peace 
would bring great advantage, and that 
it would save us from possible foreign 
complications which may not be very tar 
distant. It is to Chinese affairs that | 
shall confine the very few observations 
1 intend to make. It must be apparent 
to anyone who has listened to the greater 
part of this debate that one thing de- 
mands further explanation at the hands 
of the noble Lord, and that is the mean- 
ing ot the Anglo-German Agreement. 
| have given some study to it in the course 
of the evening, and | am bound to say 
that 1 think it need turther ex- 
| planation. 1 have compared it’ with 


ithe German version, and the conclusion 


does 


j{e/ 1 have drawn from the comparison is 


that it was originally drawn, not in 
English, but in German, and translated 
into English very possibly with the aid 
dictionary. It is not an Anglo- 
German Agreement so much asa German 
Agreement, and we are entitled to know 
from the noble Lord what in his judgement 
is the meaning which the Foreign Office 
attaches to the document. ‘The hon. 
Member tor the Barnsley Division made 
a long and interesting speech, and pressed 
the noble Lord very hard on one point, 
but he did not get a conclusive answer. 
We understand that the German Minister 


of a 
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has placed one interpretation on certain | 
portions of the agreement, and we did: 


not get from the noble Lord, as I think 
we are entitled to have from him, whether 
the Foreign Office accepts that inter- 
pretation. He has not told us that in 
the answer he gave across the Table. He 
failed to say whether the interpretation 
assigned to the agreement by Count 
von Biilow is one which His Majesty’s 
(Government accepts. | would venture 
toask the noble Lord what meaning he 
attaches to Clause II]. in the Anglo- 
GermanAgreement with respect toChina. 
What I want to know is, Does that 
clause import an obligation? Is it an 
obligation between the two countries ! 
Do they undertake, in the event specified, 
to pursue a course in common in the pro- 
tection of the common interests in China ! 
Does it mean that they reserve to them- 
selves the right to come to a preliminary 
understanding as to the mutual steps to 
be taken? You reserve to yourselves 
the mere option of coming to a_pre- 
liminary understanding as to the eventual 
steps which may be taken in certain con- 
tingencies. If that is the meaning in- 
tended by the high contracting parties, 
then Clause IIL. will have to be defined. 

| wish very shortly and emphatically 
to press the noble Lord for some declara- 
tion on the part of the Government 
with reference to the matter alluded to 
by my right hon. triend the late Under 
Foreign Secretary, and also by the hon. 
Member for the darnsley Division. ‘The 
noble Lord referred to the outrages com- 
mitted on the forces of the allied Powers 
by the Chinese Government, and he 
recounted the steps which are to be 
taken, or have been taken, by way of 
retribution for these outrages. Justice 
has two sides. Outrages were not con- 
fined to one side in China. The outrages, 
if evidence is to be believed, were as gross 
on the side of the allied Powers as they 
were on the side of the Chinese Govern- 
ment. |An Hon. Member: Not so bad. | 
Well, they were bud enough. Iam going to 
press the noble Lord for such information 
us he can, with due regard to all the 
interests concerned, give us as to the 
facts relating to these outrages. The 
evidence we have already had before us 
I am not talking cf 
I pay 


is. considerable. 
inonymous Lewspaver statements 


ho attention to them—but to statements | 
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of the gravest character which have been 
made by responsible persons. 1 hold in 
my hand an article written by Dr. E. J. 
Dillon in the Contemporary Review this 
year. It is a long article, and professes 
to be founded on the evidence of his own 
eves and ears shortly after the embassies 
were relieved. This article is one ghastly 
record of atrocities. It is unreadable 
almost. | am not going to worry or 
weary the House by retailing all the 
incidents. There is the case of the wnpro 
voked massacre by European troops ot 
300 Chinese labourers who were without 
arms. They were unprotected and un- 
defended labourers engaged in European 
industry. -men who earned their humble 
living by serving our trade. They were 
found by our troops, and every one was 
massacred in cold blood. That is one 
story. and there are many others in this 
article. [ could have wished for more 
specification and detail, but I will not 
dwell on his statements. But there is a 
more important witness than Dr. Dillon. 
There is the evidence of Sir Robert Hart. 
and no one will venture to treat his 
evidence lightly. The evidence. sv far as 
| have seen it. brings home. not merely 
to the European troops, but to persons 
connected with the allied Powers in 
China. murders on the seale | have men- 
tioned, and offences against women. 
The more venial offence of looting was 
indulged in by private persons, male and 
female, belonging to the ailied Powers. 
and representing Christian civilisation 
inChina. [After reading a passage from 
a statement by Sir Robert Hart the 
hon. Member proceeded] —- That — is 
written by Sir Robert Hart, who went 
through all the agony of the siege 
of the Embassy. He writes in a spirit 
which must command the admiration of 
every humane member of the community. 
| certainly say that. so far as the evidence 
goes. of all the persons concerned the 
most guiltless have been the troops 
serving under our own flag. Sir Robert 
Hart does not absolutely acquit them of 
all complicity in the more venial of these 
offences. He asserts generally what Euro- 
peans did, and he excepts English soldiers 
from certain charges. We know per- 
fectly well that looting must have been 
ona large scale. Ido not know whether 
the noble Lord is prepared to deal with 
it now. When 2 question was asked 
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about it before we were told that there 
was a report upon it from General 
Gasalee. and that the report seriously 
reflected, not on our own troops, but 
upon the troops of the allied Powers. 
He hesitated at that time to lay the 
report before the House. The noble 
Lord may be able to say to-night how 
much of that report or of other reports 
can be laid before us. I want him, first 
of all, to tell us what he can of the real 
truth as regards those charges which 


Supply—-Civil 


have been brought against persons 
connected with the Allies in China- 


murder by some. other horrible outrages 
by others, and plunder which was 
apparently directed against unoffending 
and unarmed Chinese. [| do not think 


it is enough to say that the crimes have | 


been committed by our Allies. We and 
our Allies have been engaged in China 
in enforcing justice for ourselves, and 
we are there as there presentatives of 
Christian civilisation. One of the Allies 
cannot altogether disown responsibility 
for the acts of the others. Why is the 


{COMMONS} 
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* Viscount CRANBORNE: I cannot 
refrain from saying a word in answer to 
the hon. Member who has just sat down, 
but in dealing with this subject I cannot 
but feel a wish that he had imitated the 
same kind of reserve which was displayed 


so strongly by his colleague the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Ber- 


wick Division. I have no right to say 
that outrages have been proved against 
our Allies in China. It may be so. | 
cannot give an answer for any nation 
except our own. It is sufficient for me 
that our own troops have behaved well. 
It is an utterly false position which the 
hon. Member tries to prove—that our 
country is a sort of public justiciary of 
the world. It is that kind of egotism 
with regard to our own country which 
is probably the principal cause of that 


|} unpopularity to which my hon. friend 


| have 


justice of the British Empire to be con-| 


taminated by deeds such as these! We 
tion with it. | hope the noble Lord will 
give us information on this point, and 
that he will go a step further. If all 
these stories be true, those employed by 
the Allies are unworthy of the nations 
they represent. 
noble Lord to support the proposition 
which | am now going to make 


has referred. I should be sorry if a word 
of mine led any one to suppose that | 
condone,or that the Government condone. 
for a moment any of the outrages that 
been committed in China. No; 
whether these outrages are numerous 


; ‘ 'or not I do not say, but that there have 
cannot free ourselves from our connec- | 


been some is undoubtedly the Case. 


| These we look upon with the same execra- 


himself. 


! would appeal to the | 


that in | 


the interest of our own Imperial honour | 
all the Powers who are engaged in cuere- | 


ing China, and in enforcing retribution, 


should be called togel her to deal with the | 


atrocities that have been committed, if 


not in their name. at least by those whom | 


they have employed. I want to 
condemnation, not only from Europe. 


which have been committed by 
who were «sted to administer their 
justice. I hope | have not put the case 
immoderateiy. | have felt very strongly 
about it. I felt that the name of Great 
Britain was disgraced, not by what our 
own people have done, but by the acts 
of the Allies with whom they have been 
associated. It is disereditable te steal 
the property of private persons in the 


see a} 


way that has heen done, and we want to | 


know all about it. 
Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


tion and repudiation as the hon. Member 
When he asks me to give him 
a full account or lay Papers on the Table 
I tell him that I cannot do any such 
thing. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: | 
asked the noble Lord to give such an 
account as he could. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: — 1 have 
| given what account I can. ‘The inter 


ence which he drew—that because we 
went on a joint expedition to relieve our 
Legations. who were hard pressed and 


but from the United States. of the deed; | making a most gallant detence, which 


those | 


included women and children of ow 
own flesh and blood, theretore we are 
responsible in any degree for the out- 
rages which may have been committed 
by others in China—that charge I abso- 


lutely repudiate. Whatever outrages 
there were we were not responsible. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : This 


| is an international question. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: We are 


not responsible. 








321 
M 


you 


*V, 
aece 
iearl 
into 
Legi 
the 

wo 
and 

degr 
That 
repu 
Chin 
anyl 
to tl 
say 
the 

atte! 
long 
for I 
aboli 
in € 


*MI 
say i 
so fa 
ot o1 
in th 
ment 
enlig 


¥VI 
does 
shou 
suge 
or 8 


ment 


part 
conti 
{Ss 
reaso 
carry 
both 
way 


Mi 
said 
learn 
this 
Unde 
said 
igno 
the 








390 


nnot 
er to 
own, 
nnot 
1 the 
layed 

the 
Ber- 
) say 
ainst 
0, 
ation 
r me 
well, 
1 the 
our 
ry of 
itism 
vhich 
that 
riend 
word 
rat | 
done. 
that 
No; 
Prous 
have 
Case. 
ecTa- 
mber 
him 
lable 


such 


h an 


have 
inter- 
ec we 
e our 
/ and 
vhich 
our 
e are 
out- 
litted 
abso- 


rages 


This 


ure 








321 Supply—Civil 
Vr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Yes ; | 


you are responsible. 


*ViscouNnT CRANBORNE: [ cannot 
accept the inference of the hon. and 
iearned Gentleman, that because we went 
into the joint expedition to relieve the 
Legations, the members of which made 
the most gallant defence, and included 
women and children of our own flesh 
and blood, we were responsible in any | 
degree for outrages committed by others. 
That is a charge which I absolutely | 
repudiate. We had a right to go to) 
China, and we are not responsible for 
anybody except ourselves. In reply 
to the hon. Member for Barnsley I may 
say that the question of likin is one of 
the matters which is engaging close | 
attention, and ean only be solved after 
long negotiation. The hon. Member 
for Barnsley said we should insist on the 
abolition of the reactionary Government 
in China. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : I did not 
say abolition, but that I was sorry that. 
so far as I could gather, the influence 
of our Government has not been used 
in the direction of improving the Govern- 
ment of China by bringing into it the 
enlightened Yang-tsze Viceroys. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: But how 
does the hon. Member propose that we 
should abolish the Manchus ? Does he 
suggest that we should do it ourselves 
or simply make it a matter of agree- 
ment ? No responsible politician would 
suggest that that was a_ practicable 
course. As regards the Northern rail- 
way and the port of Niu-chwang, it is 
part of the policy of the Government to 
continue to press our views upon the | 
Russian Government, and there is no| 
reason to suppose that they would not | 
carry out what they have promised | 
both as to the restoration of the rail- | 
way and the port. 
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other countries, because we were entirely 
separated from them. But it must be 
remembered that this was a joint expedi- 
tion to China of the Christian countries 
of Europe and America, and was sent 
not only to relieve the Legations, unitedly 
and collectively, but to punish the Chinese 
and prove that our civilisation was far 
higher than theirs, and that we would 
not tolerate their conduct to their own 
subjects The noble Lord had admitted 
that outrages had been committed by 
the joint troops ; and he was glad that 
his Lordship had spoken so strongly 
against these outrages, because when we 
took part in these joint enterprises we 
were jointly responsible for what had 
occurred. Again, he would say that he 
was glad that the noble Lord had had the 
courage to get upand admit the outrages, 
and refuse to have anything to do with 
them onthe part of thiscountry. Having 
now got to the end of the Chinese ques- 
tion, he would, for the sake of variety, 
interpolate another. The noble Lord at 
the commencement of the debate had 
been asked two questions, first in regard 
to the Congo State, and second as to 
the position of Russia in Tientsin, but 
they had not got any explanation from 
his Lordship in regard thereto. They 
knew as little about these matters now 
as before the debate commenced. Of 
course it was the ambition of the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs to speak as 
vaguely as he could, and therefore he 
could congratulate the noble Lord on 
the efficiency with which he had carried 
on his duties. He wished to allude to a 
question which he had more than once 
brought before the House—namely, 
that of Uganda. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : There is 
a separate Vote for Uganda, and it cannot 
be discussed under this Vote. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he wished 
to complain of the conduct of the Foreign 


| Office as to what was going on in Uganda 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton), | 
said he was very glad that the hon. and 
learned Member for Dundee had raised 
this question. The noble Lord the ' 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs had 
suid that they only showed 
ignorance in making complaints about 


thei» | 


the conduct of the representatives of | 


and he was ready to move an Amend- 
ment for the decrease of the noble Lord’s 
salary. He ventured to ask the Deputy 
Chairman whether he would not be in 
orderindoingso? They had had a report 
from the Foreign Office on the affairs 
in Uganda in 1890, and he wished to 
protest against the action of His 
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Majesty’s Government, and he took it 
that he would be in order in so doing. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : To dis- 
cuss the action of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in other respects would be in order, 
but not in regard to Uganda, for which 
there is a separate Vote. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The Foreign 
Office has got a committee of clerks 
to make a railway from the coast at 
Mombasa to Uganda. Surely [ can 
discuss the report in regard to the cost 
of that railroad. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member will not be in order in 
discussing the cost of that railway. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I say that any 
sensible person could have built that 
railway for half what it has cost. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: I protest 
that that matter does not come under the 
present Vote. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal. S.) 
said the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs had denied that there 
had been looting in China by British 
troops. But on the 3rd May last he had 
asked this question of the Secretary of 
State for India— 

“Whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that General Gaselee, the Commander 
of the British Forces in China, has given per- 
mission to the troops under his command to 
loot houses in Peking ; whether this permission } 
was given with the sanction of the Govern- 
ment; and what, if any, explanation is to be 
given for this action of a British commander.’ 
That showed what good people we were. 
Then Mr. Bryn Roberts asked whether 
hefore the property was sold any effort 
had been made to trace the owners ; 
whereupon Lord G. Hamilton, looking 
very wise, replied that it was all un- 
claimed property. Of course the poor 
people fled, but they left their goods to 
the protection of Christian troops. 


Tak DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: T must 
remind the hon. Member that we are dis- 
cussing the Foreign Office Vote, and the 
line he is taking is not in order. 


{COMMONS} 
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been brought against the British troops 
in the Chinese expedition. Amongst 
these British troops was the Indian eon- 

itingent, which was paid under the 
Foreign Office Vote. 


| 

| THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It. is 
| rather remote to bring in an answer read 
| by the Secretary for India to the question 
| put by the hon. Gentleman. 

| 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that a 
little experience had shown him that 
many members of the (Government 
answered questions which did not come 
| under their own control at all. He had 
asked more than once whether these 
troops had been paid out of the revenues 
of India, and the answer came like a pop- 
gun— No, they are paid under the 
Foreign Office Vote.” The right hon. 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
was therefore responsible for all that 
the Indian contingent had done in this 
looting expedition. He had really made 
his point, and he might observe that the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs—perhaps it was the fruit of 
heredity—had caught the tone and spirit 
of the Foreign Office, which they well 
knew used the money of the British tax- 
payers for good and pious purposes. 
Possibly the Government would send 
out some bishops to China, whose appoint- 
ment would be in the hands of Lord 
Salisbury, and then the millennium would 
come! He never flatly contradicted the 
noble Lord or anyone else. But the 
noble Lord had said that there had been 
no looting. Now he gave it on the 
authority of the Secretary for India that 
there had been looting, that it was 
legitimatised looting, and carried on on 
a selfish system. Their pretensions in 
China were simply a fraud and a policy of 
grab, and he was glad that Britain and 
America in that respect were making 
themselves the laughing stock of the 
world. 


&% Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. E.) 
said that in May last he had put a ques- 
tion with reference to a report which had 
appeared in the newspapers to the effect 
that a boat at Tientsin. with a British 


/erew on board, had been fired upon by 


' the German troops. In answer, the noble 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that the } 


Lord said that he had not had his atten- 


question was that a charge of looting had | tion called to the incident. and that if it 


Mr. Labouchere, 
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had occurred His Majesty’s representa- 
tive at Tientsin would have reported by 
telegram. Later on he had put a similar 
question, when the noble Lord informed 
him that it was true that this boat, 
flying the British flag, had been fired 
upon by German troops, and that the 
crew, Who were Chinamen, had been 
seized by the Germans. He had asked 
the noble Lord whether the German 
authorities had taken these Chinese 


sailors to prison, and flogged them there. | 


The noble Lord then said that he had no 
information on the point of flogging, but 
that inquiries would be made. 
for the purpose of asking from the noble 
Lord a definite statement as to whether 
this crew of a British ship had been cast 
into prison and been flogged, and, if that 
were true, whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment had taken steps to obtain repara- 
tion and compensation for this outrage. 
As to the question of looting, he had 
already felt bound to protest against it in 
the discharge of his conscientious duty. 
[Ministerial laughter.]| Hon. Gentlemen 


opposite might not trouble their con- | 


sciences much in discharging their duty ; 
but that was not the case with those on 


the Nationalist benches, because they | 


were in a position of independence. 
They were not in the least degree afraid 
or ashamed to say what they thought 
was right ; and that was not what hon. 
Gentlemen opposite could say who were 
bound by the shackles of the Govern- 
ment. What he desired to say was that 
throughout the whole of the crisis in 
China the British Government and the 
governments of the other continental 
countries were at fault. He thoroughly 
agreed, and every thoughtful man 
would agree, with the views of Sir Robert 
Hart, who was a British subject and a 
high official for many years in China. 
Sir Robert Hart had declared that inter- 
ference with the Chinese people had led 
to a great deal of the bloodshed and dis- 
order which had, unfortunately, taken 
place. He was not prepared to make 
any charge whatever against the mis- 


who had gone to China. Missionaries 
of the Church to which he belonged, 
as well as Protestant missionaries, had 
gone out to that country, but he would 
say that he believed that a great deal of 
the turmoil and disorder which had 


VOL. XCVIII. [Fourtu Series. } 


{26 Ju 


He rose | 


sionaries of the various denominations | 
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taken place in that country were the 
result of the ill-advised efforts of certain 
| missionaries, who knew that their 
| presence and interference must lead to 
exasperation on the part of the Chinese. 
| He believed it would be a great deal 
| better in the interests of Christianity of 
| every form if missionaries of all denomina- 
|tions were more careful not to penetrate 
into districts where they knew they 
‘could only preach the Gospel at the 
expense of loss of life, the shedding of 
blood, and the bringing about of turmoil 
and tumult among the population. He 
knew that that was a view which would 
not be popular with some hon. Members 
who held that it was in the interests of 
civilisation to spread Christianity at all 
costs in every direction. Wherever there 
was a fair field for missionaries, wherever 
they could preach the Gospel without 
causing tumult and disorder, there was 
no hon. Member who held as strongly 
as he did that the Gospel should be 
preached ; but he did say that what had 
taken place in China would not be alto- 
gether in vain if it had the effect of 
imposing a certain amount of caution on 
| those engaged in missionary work, and 
in teaching them that it was possible to 
carry out that work in a manner more 
calculated to bring about misery and dis- 
|order and the shedding of blood than 
| anything else. 

{ On the question of the conditions 
| imposed on the Chinese Government, he 
‘thought that the Chinese people all 
through had been treated most unfairly. 
He regretted as much as anyone the 
‘outrages committed by the Boxers, and 
| he condemned and deplored the attacks 
'on the Legations in Peking, but he did 
| say that the wholesale charges which 
| had been made against the Chinese people, 
| because of the outrages committed by a 
strictly limited number of people calling 
themselves Boxers, were altogether unfair 
and were calculated to maintain disorder 
| in China. The Boxers were a great 
| patriotic association. Hon. Members 
might, of course, in the heat of the 
moment and in the horror caused by the 
attacks on the Legations, be inclined to 





| condemn the Boxers, but he said, without 


fear of contradiction from those who 


| knew the question best, that the Boxer 


| movement was a great patriotic uprisal 
| for the purpose of protecting their coun- 
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try, their civilisation, and their religion | direct the attention of the Committee 
from the inroads of various European | was that the conditions imposed on the 
Powers. No doubt a certain number | Chinese by the Government through 
of excesses were committed by the Boxers, | the Foreign Office were altogether unfair, 
and, as in every other great movement, | He would leave the money inde -mnity out 
a certain amount of outr: age and crime | of the question, and deal with the condi- 
did take place, but in the main the Boxers | tions imposed on the Chinese with 
were a patriotic association. It was, | reference to the execution of a number of 
therefore, unfair and unjust to condemn | their high ofticials. The orders given 
them wholesale as outragemongers and|in that respect were most unfair. Let 
murderers, and to impose very hard con-|the Committee suppose that Chinese 
ditions on the Chinese people. He really | missionaries came to England, that the 
believed that there were persons w ho | population became exasperated by their 
thought that the only people who were | action, that unfortunately the Chinese 
civilised were the inhabitants of England | Legation was besieged, and that a Chinese 
and other European countries. It all) army came and rescued the Chinese 
depended on one’s idea of civilisation, but | Ambassador, and insisted on similar 
in point of refinement and attainments | conditions being carried out by the 
the Chinese, in many respects, were | British Government—would that — be 
infinitely more civilised than the English | tolerated for a moment? He was not 
or any other European people. If the | going to make any specifie charge against 
average Chinese workman were placed | the British troops in China. He was 
side by side with the average man to be| not aware that they had committed 
found in Whitechapel or any of the great | any outrages whatever; but it was a 
industrial centres in the country, it} monstrous proposition for the noble 
would be found that in his ideas and | Lord to advance that he had no responsi- 
mode of life the Chinese workman was | bility whatever for the outrages com- 
quite as civilised. mitted by troops who were the allies of 
| British troops. Hither outrages were 
Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must | committed or they were not. If they 
remind the hon. Member that we are | were committed, as was alleged by good 
discussing the Foreign Office Vote. authorities. then the Government ought 
at once to have most emphatically con- 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND | said, | demned them. He wished to_ protest 
with all due respect, he was aware of | against the eternal policy, which was not 
that, and had not the slightest intention | a policy of civilisation, but of endless 
of wandering from what he considered | misery and bloodshed, of endeavouring 
to bea quite appropriate discussion of the | to force people to adopt a creed in 
Vote. He was endeavouring to show| which they did not conscientiously 
that the conditions imposed on the| believe. In conclusion he would ask 
Chinese were unfair, and was pointing|the noble Lord if he would give. the 
out that the view taken in England | Committee all the information in_ his 
with reference to the uprisal in China | possession with reference to the out- 
was not correct, that the Chinese people rages committed on the unfortunate 
were innocent of the outrages, and that | Chinese apocr the crew of a British 
they were a civilised and an anci¢ ut | ship, who were flogged and imprisoned 
nation. | by German cae 








Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must} Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
remind the hon. Member that he may | shire, Eifion) said that the noble Lord 
discuss the action of the Foreign Office | had resorted to the common expedient 
with reference to China, but he would | of not being able to answer when asked 
not be in order in discussing the civilisa- | a question. He stated in reply to the 
tion of the Chinese. | hon. Member for Dundee that England 
“was not the public justiciary of the 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he! world ; but outrages were committed by 
would of course bow to the nee of the | troops who were engaged in China as the 
Chair. The point to which he desired to) allies of British troops for a common 


Mr. William Redmond, 
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object. If the outrages were committed 


in Manchuria, he could understand the 


{26 Jury 1901} 
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atrocity which deserved the strongest 
» condemnation, and it was useless to deny 


answer of the noble Lord, for the Govern- | that atrocities had been committed when 
ment were not responsible for the opera- | hon. Members had only to cross the road 


tions in Manchuria; but they were 
responsible for the action of their Allies. | 
He did not see any difference between | 


nitions banding together for a common 


purpose and individuals banding together 


fora common object. In the latter case, 
if one of the individuals resorted to ille- 
giity, his partners would be responsible 
in the eyes of the law. If the Govern- 
ment did not regard themselves as re- 
sponsible, they ought, at any rate, to 
have impressed on the Allies by remon- 
strances not to resort to such practices 
again. He rather suspected that the 
noble Lord had a very good reason for 
not making those remonstrances. He 
expected that the Government. antici- 
pated that the Allies would have pointed 
out that the hands of the military autho- 
rities in the Transvaal were equally 
stained. It was now sought to be estab- 
lished that no question should be asked 
with reference to any outrage that had 
not been proved by official testimony. 
That had never been the practice of 
Parliament. The proof supplied by Sir 
Robert Hart and Dr. Dillon of gross and 
unspeakable outrages having been com- 
mitted on the Chinese people was as 
strong as the proof that the Bulgarian 
outrages and the Armenian atrocities 
had been committed. Then the country 
was roused, there were frequent debates 
in Parliament, and remonstrances were 
constantly addressed to the Sultan. 
Parliament had never failed to note the 
statements of Englishmen who were 
eye-witnesses of outrages of that descrip- 
tion. 
made which reflected unfavourably on 
England that evidence, which would be 
deemed sufficient as against other 
countries, was discounted. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said it 
had been indignantly denied that the 
British troops had committed any 
atrocities in China, but he would recom- 
mend the noble Lord to visit an exhibi- 
tion of loot from China now being held at 
the Aquarium. Loot, of course, could 


not be taken from houses in 
without atrocities having been com- 
mitted. In fact, looting was in itself an 


It was only when charges were | 


| to see an exhibition of loot. 
_ Cotone, LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
| asked if the hon. Member could point to 
'a single atrocity committed by British 
| troops. 


Mr. O'MARA said it was common 
knowledge that auctions of loot were 
held in London. 


| 
| 
| Coroner, LOCKWOOD said it was 
| absolutely untrue that atrocities had been 
/committed by British troops. 
| ; 
| Mr. O'MARA asked if the remark of 
ithe hon. and gallant Member was in 
order. 

Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 


hon. Gentleman is in order. 


Mr. O’MARA said that, passing from 
the question of loot to the general foreign 
policy of the Government, its main 
feature was that the hands of the Govern- 
ment were tied by the war in South 
Africa. They could not lock up the 
British Army in South Africa, and deplete 
their means of offence and defence with- 
out weakening the effect of their repre- 
sentatives to foreign Governments. That 
was apparent in every part of the world. 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn stated 
the other day that when the war broke 
out Russia marched 35,000 troops 
within thirty-five miles of Herat. That 
was a very serious matter, and if public 
attention had not been monopolised by 
the war that important movement on 
the part of Russia towards India, which 
sooner or later she was certain to get 
unnoticed. 





hold of. would not pass 
Russia was also building a_ railway 


through Persia, and, in view of those two 
threatening movements, the days of the 
Indian Empire were practically num- 
bered. There was no doubt whatever 
that Russia was now in a position to 
ithrow immense bodies of troops into 





China | India, and all the ships in the world 


could not carry troops out in time to 
defend that country. Then, again, Russia 
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had refused to give up the northern part | 
of the railway in China, although it | 
practically belonged to British subjects. 
With reference to the indemnity, the 
noble Lord admitted that the British 
claim had been placed at the lowest 
possible figure, in order, according to the 
noble Lord, not to overburden the 
Chinese, but he added that the other | 
Powers did not exhibit similar seli- | 
restraint, and that the total amount of 
the indemnity would practically cripple 
the Chinese Government and prevent 
them from ever getting back to the posi- 
tion in which they were before the crisis 
arose. It had been said that the policy 
of the British Government was to have a 
strong and reformed China, but the noble 
Lord admitted that all chance of reform 
had now been put back for a very long 
period indeed. That could not be re- 
garded as a triumph for British policy in | 
China. The result of European inter- 
vention had been to arouse general dis- 
content, and what the missionaries had 
done to advance Christianity had all been 
undone. England did not appear to 
have derived any advantage, after all the 
money that had been spent in China for 
the past two years, but had left that 
advantage to be gained by another Power. 
As to the Agreement concluded between 
this country and Germany, the noble 
Lord had falsified any hope that any 
good could be obtained from it. The 
noble Lord had made no attempt to 
answer his hon. friend in regard to the 
seizure of Chinese sailors under the 
British flag, throwing them into prison, 
and flogging them there. This was a | 
very serious matter, and they wanted to 
know whether any inquiry had_ been | 
made into it by the German Government, | 

| 


Adjournment of 


and what compensation had been paid. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: _ This | 
matter is a very trifling affair. What | 


occurred was that some German soldiers | 
who were holding a bridge saw a boat, | 
manned by a certain number of Chinese | 
sailors, approaching the bridge. The | 
boat was fired on by the German troops, 
who got no response when they chal- | 
lenged, and a certain amount of violence 
was used by them towards the crew, but 
no one was killed. Of course a remon- 
strance was made by the British officer 


Mr, O'Mara. 
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to the German officer, and a promise was 
given that the thing would not occur 
again. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that, 
with great respect, he altogether declined 
to accept as satisfactory the explanation 
given by the noble Lord. Was it true 
that those sailors under the British flag 
were imprisoned and flogged ! 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: We have 
no information to that effect, and we 
have no reason to believe that it is so. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
he had asked a question on the subject 
on 21st May, and had been promised 
that inquiry would be made. It was 
now 26th July, and surely the noble Lord 
had had time to make investigation as 
to whether these men had been im- 
prisoned and flogged, and whether they 
had been compensated. Had it come to 
this, that the German authorities in 
China, or elsewhere, could take persons 
from under the British flag, imprison 
them, and flog them on the bare back ? 


*Viscount CRANBORNE;: I do not 
desire in the least to evade the question 
of the hon. Member, but the subjects 
which have engaged the attention of the 
Foreign Office are manifold and of the 
greatest importance, while this is rela- 
tively a small matter. It has been rele- 
gated to the Minister in China, and I 
have no doubt that in the course of time 
we shall have a report of the inquiry 
which is being made into the matter 


Motion made, and Question, ** That 
the Chairman do report Progress ; and 


'ask leave to sit again ”—(Mr. Caldwell) 


put, and agreed to. * 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


/again upon Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 22nd day of this instant July, Mr. 
SPEAKER adjourned the House without 
Question put 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
after Twelve of the clock till 
Monday next. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 29th July, 1901. 


MESSAGE FROM 
GRANT TO EARL ROBERTS. 


Delivered by the Lord Privy Seal (M. 
Salisbury), and read as follows :— 


333 


THE KING. 


‘* His Majesty, taking into considera- 
tion the eminent services rendered by 
Field Marshal Earl Roberts of Kan- 
dahar, K.G., K.P. ,G.C.B., G.C.S.L., 
G.C.L.E., V.C., Commander-in-Chief 
of His Majesty’s Forces, during the 
war in South Africa, and being de- 


sirous in recognition of such services | 
to confer upon him some signal mark | 


of his favour, recommends to the 


{29 Juty 1901} 
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SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND MALTBY 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


| METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. 

Read 3%, with the Amendments; a 

further Amendment made ; Bill passed, 


and returned to the Commons. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 





Read 3%, with the Amendments ; 
‘further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
| and returned to the Commons. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
| passed, and returned to the Commons. 


House of Lords that they should | 


concur in granting Earl Roberts 
the sum of One hundred thousand 
pounds.” 


Ordered, That the said Message be 
taken into consideration on Thursday 
next. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





STRATFORD - UPON - AVON, TOW- 


|CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER 
BILL. 

| Read 3¢, with the Amendments ; 
| further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 


| and returned to the Commons. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 3%, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
and returned to the Commons. 


CESTER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, | 
EAST AND WEST JUNCTION, AND | KIRKCALDY AND DYSART WATER 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT-| ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [H.L.}. 
FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL. | 


WAY COMPANIES BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


CHESTER CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 


BILL [H.L.]. 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Commons’ Amendments considered, 


and agreed to. 


DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee adjourned this day 
at half-past Two o’clock ; 
leave not to sit to-morrow until Twelve 
o'clock ; read, and leave given. 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 


GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Leave given to the Select Committee 
to adjourn over to-morrow. 


VOL. XCVIIL. 
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and pray | 


} Returned from the Commons agreed 
| to. 
LONG EATON GAS BILL. 
STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS' AND 
ELECTRICITY BOARD BILL. 
WELLS CORPORATION WATER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY BILL 


[H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with an Amendment. The said 


Amendment considered and agreed to. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 
[H.L.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to with Amendments. 





O 





335 Returns, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


LOCAL (GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS) (HOUSING OF WORKING | 
CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 


| 


House in Committee (according to| 
Order) : 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived, | 
and Bills to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


{LORDS} 


Bills reported without amend- | 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (PORT) BILL. 
Read 34 (according to Order), and 
passed. 


KILMARNOCK CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


read 
and (pursuant to 


Brought from the Commons; 
|1¢; to be printed ; 


| the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
PAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ORDER | land) Act, 1899) deemed to have been 


CONFIRMATION BILL [H.1.]. 


Moved, That this Bill be now read | 
34,—(Earl Waldegrave). 


| 
Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My | 
Lords, I rise to ask the noble Lord if he | 
would mind postponing this Bill for a/| 
day or two. I have received a com-| 
plaint from one of the parties—the | 
Corporation of Paisley—that alterations | 
have been made in the Provisional Order | 
as it was finally drafted by the Com-| 
mission of which I was a member. I/ 
cannot form any judgment with regard | 
to the complaint, because these Bills 
are not circulated. This, by the way, | 
is one of those points of procedure in | 
connection with the Scottish Act which | 
I think your Lordships would do well | 
at some time to take into consideration. | 
As these Bills are not circulated, there is | 
no means of ascertaining what has taken | 
place, and as I understand no notice | 
was given to the office of the noble} 
Lord “the Chairman of Committees of 
the actual changes that have been made, | 
everybody appears to be in ignorance as to | 
what those changes are. Therefore I 
hope the noble Lord will consent to the 
postponement of the Third Reading. 





Ear, WALDEGRAVE:I moved the 
Third Reading of the Bill in the absence 
of my noble friend the Secretary for 
Scotland, but after what the noble Earl 
has said I will agree to the postpone- 
ment of the Bill for a few days. In the 
meantime perhaps the noble Earl will 
communicate with the Scottish office. 


THE Earn or CAMPERDOWN: I 


w ill do so. 


“Third Reading put off,to Thursday 





next. 





|read 2¢, and reported from the Com- 


mittee. (No. 182.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EGYPT, No. 2 (1901). 


Despatch from His Majesty’s Agent 
and Consul-General at Cairo enclosing 
a report as to irrigation projects on the 
Upper Nile, ete., by Sir William Garsten, 
K.C.M.G. ; with twelve maps. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2670. France (Cherbourg). 
No. 2671. Germany. 
No. 2672. United States (Boston). 


SOUTH AFRICA, 


Papers relating to certain legislation 
of the late South African Republic 
affecting natives. 


MALTA. 


Further correspondence relating to 
the political condition of Malta (in 
continuation of House of Commons Paper 
No. 287, July, 1899). 


HORSE BREEDING. 


Eighth Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on horse breeding ; with appen- 
dices. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Revised instructions applicable to the 
Code of 1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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respect of the land registry, 
ended 3lst March, 1901. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE AND 
COURT OF APPEAL. 


expenditure in respect of the High 
Court of Justice and the Court of Appeal 
during the year ended 31st March, 1901. 


SUPERANNUATION. 


permitted under Rule 2 of the regula- 
tions drawn up under Section 6 of the 
Superannuation Act, 1887, to hold 
civil employment of profit under public 
departments. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


SALMON FISHERY (IRELAND) BILL [u.1.]. 
(Szeconp Reaptnc.) 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*The Eart oF MAYO: My Lords, I 
am perfectly well aware that even if 
your Lordships grant this Bill a Second 
Reading it will die with the session. How- 
ever, | owe it to your Lordships’ House, 
having introduced the Bill, and also to 
those who helped me to frame the 
measure, that I should explain its pro- 
visions. The Bill embodies two prin- 
ciples—the free passage of fish and the 
protection and enforcement of the law. 
It contains many of the recommenda- 
tions of the Commission appointed in 
Angust, 1899, to inquire into the present 
condition of theinland fisheries of Ireland. 
All the suggestions of the Commission 
cannot be embodied in one Bill, but 
seeing that the Commissioners report— 
“We think the evidence laid before us leads 
tothe conclusion that there has been for some 
years a steady decrease in the stock of salmon 
and trout, including brown trout, in the Irish 
fishery waters ”— 
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P ; | 
Account showing the receipts and | 


Return for the year ended 31st March, | 
1901, of the Army and Navy officers | 
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| the necessity for immediate legislation 


Account of receipts and payments in| is urgent, and the clauses in the Bill 
for the year | embody many of the important sugges- 


| tions and recommendations of the com- 
missioners. The first claus; | wish to 
| draw your Lordships’attentio .t >is Clause 
5, which makes it unlawful to shoot any 
net in fresh waters across more than 
| two-thirds of the width of a river for 
the capture of salmon or trout, or to use 
such net within 200 yards of any other 
| net which is being used or has been used, 
and is not fully landed. This recom- 
mendation of the commissioners was 
| briefly discussed at the conference of 
delegates from the different boards of 
| conservators in Ireland, and I do not 
think the feeling of the meeting was 
very much in favour of the clause. I 
mention that because it will most likely 
be discussed later on. Clauses 7 to 11 
provide for the inspection of free gaps 
in fishing weirs, and the giving of a 
certificate of efficiency by the fishery 
authority. The noble Duke the Lord 
President of the Council will recognise 
the force of these clauses. He remem- 
bers the case of Lismore Weir. His 
point was, and he won his case on the 
point, that the fishery inspectors in 1867 
reported that the Queen’s gap did comply 
at that time with the law. I pass to 
Clauses 16, 17, and 18, which provide 
penalties for using or being in possession 
of dynamite or other explosive substances 
to catch or destroy, and for having in 
possession any salmon or trout caught 
or destroyed by explosives. We attach 
much importance to the words “ having 
in possession,” as heretofore it has been 
found almost impossible to catch persons 
in the act of placing poisonous matter 
or using explosives in rivers or lakes. 
Clause 19, which should be read with 
Clauses 16, 17, and 18, provides a fine 
of £20, or, at the discretion of the court, 


‘imprisonment, for placing spurge or 


poisonous matter in any river or lake. 
Many rivers in the south of Ireland, and 
especially in county Kerry, have been 
denuded of fish by the use of spurge. 
Clause 23 enacts that a certificate of 
origin shall be forwarded with every 
consignment of salmon or trout for 
export or sale. This plan has worked 
with the greatest success in England 
and Scotland. I had the honour to see 


| to-day the clerk of the Fishmongers’ Com- 


{ 


O 2 
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pany, and I think, with a little alteration 
to suit our needs in Ireland, this certifi- 
cate of origin will be of the greatest use. 
Persons consigning salmon for sale or 
export will be bound to enclose with the 
fish a certificate showing when, where, 


{LORDS} 
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or an amended Bill, next session, when it 
will receive the attention which the 
subject deserves. 


*THE Eart or MAYO: With your 
Lordships’ leave, I beg to withdraw the 





and how the fish were captured, and | Bill. 
the name and address of the sender. 
This certificate must be witnessed ; if 
false this can easily be proved. It protects 
the fish of the bona fide consignor from 
being seized on suspicion. Clause 24 
wil! have to be amended in drafting. 
This Bill now dies officially on this side 
of the water. In Ireland, where it was 
born, we shall take care that it is nurtured 
and cared for. I confess I am a little 
anxious as to the treatment it will receive 
in the Irish Office, but of this I feel cer- 
tain—that this bantling will have its fill 
of the bottle containing the milk of 
human kindness which in the Irish 
Office is labelled “ sympathy.” The Bill, ag gt tags tegieBtone . 
my Lords, is the foundation of any future | WUC? 248 Deen the occasion of a great 
law relating to the inland fisheries , of number of scandals in ROOCHS Years, 
; ad =" | The state of the law was practically this 
Ireland. “ : I : 4 
|that in order to convict a person of 
|larceny it was necessary that a person 
|who had entrusted his money to a 
| solicitor should have given a direction in 
~ ae | writing as to the way in which the pro- 
THe Ear or DENBIGH: My Lords, | perty was to be dealt with. In the 
the Irish Government are placed in a} ordinary conduct of business it was not 
position of difficulty with regard to this | once in ten times, or once in a hundred 
Bill, as it was introduced late in the | times, that that condition was fulfilled. 
session, and was printed, I believe, only | The ordinary course was that the money 
on Saturday. That made it practically | or other property was entrusted to the 
impossible for the Irish Government to | solicitor or agent to find an investment 
give that attention to the details of the | according to the judgment of the person 
Bill which would enable me to give their iso entrusted. The very form in which 
approval or disapproval to the Second | that sort of thing used to occur, prevented. 
Reading. I think my noble friend will, | the application of the law if a discretion 
however, admit that the Irish Govern- | was intended to be left to the agent. Of 
ment have, in those matters which do not ‘late years, I very much regret to say, a 
require legislation, shown their sympathy | oreat number of instances have come 
in a practical form. Another difficulty | hefore the public of very large sums of 
to the passing of the Bill this session is | money having been corruptly and dis 
that it will have to be considered by the | honestly made use of under such circum- 
Treasury, and that is quite impossible at | stances as I have suggested as being the 
this period. If my noble friend will be | common course of business, and there was 
co.tent with that, and will withdraw the | no possibility of reaching them by the 
eee va the present > : 9h Kish | law of larceny. The present Bill is drawn 
ulm the assurance on behalf of the Irish ; a view sttine ri . at state 
Government that the Bill will be toe lebthan’ tae Ei reveals the oe 
sidered with great interest during the | that there must be a direction in writing, 
recess with a view of practical legislation. | and enacts that— 
If the Irish Government should be unable | 
to deal with the matter, it will be open to 
my noble friend to reintroduce this Bill, 


The Earl of Mayo. 





Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


Bill, by leave of the House, withdrawn 


LARCENY BILL. 
[SECOND READING.] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
|of Hatspury): My Lords, this measure 
is intended to remove a defect in the law 





Moved, that the Bill be now read 24.— 
(The Earl of Mayo.) 





‘“* Whosoever (a) being entrusted, either solely 
or jointly with any other person, with any 
property, in order that he may retain in safe 
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eustody, or apply, pay, or deliver for any pur- | Majesty should be placed in the text of 
wooged to rad Bg tee Se hy 4 | the statute we are passing. I think the 
ing, attest ay - jointly, with any other simple, the most direct, answer is that 
person, received any property for or on account that would have been contrary to the 
of any other person, fraudulently converts to| only precedent we have-—the precedent 
his own oi a prong the Indian title, which was passed 
ne ar nag gieiely Sporeel, shall yl | in this House about yan ee 
of a misdemeanour and be liable on conviction | @nd which was precisely the same form 
topenal servitude for a term not exceeding | of enactment that is to be found in this 
seven years, or to imprisonment, with or with- | Bil], It is enacted that, ‘‘ It shall be 
= d labour for a term not exceeding two ||, 44) for Her Most Gracious Ma jesty ” 
ime |—this is the Act of 39 Victoria, Chapter 
The cases of express trusts are withdrawn | 10—‘‘ with a view to such recognition 
from the operation of the Bill, and the | of the transfer of the Government of 
law as regards ordinary trustees is not | India, by her Royal Proclamation, to 


repealed. | make such addition to the style and titles 
‘at present appertaining to the Imperial 

Moved, That the Bill be now read 2%.— | Crown of the United Kingdom and its 
(The Lord Chancellor.) dependencies as to Her Majesty may seem 


fit.” Obviously, if we had disregarded 

On Question agreed to; Bill read 2* that precedent and introduced a new 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- | form we should to a certain extent have 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday | run the risk of misunderstanding, and 


next. have departed from the practice which is 
/uniformly pursued in former enact- 

ROYAL TITLES BILL (H.1.]. 'ments of this kind. We have simply 
[SECOND READING.] /observed the precedent. But [ think 


. : 2 there are good reasons for the practice. 
Order of the day for the Second Read-| pp j, proposal has been made after 





ing read. communications with distant colonies. 
si | As far as we know we have, inthe minutest 

Tae PRIME MINISTER ap LORD particular, obtained their assent to the 
PRIN Y SEAL (The Marquess of SALts- | course we are taking. But we have only 
BURY) : My Lords, I am not aware that done it telegraphically. If we had done 
any objection has been raised to this | jt otherwise than telegraphically it could 
Bill, either in form or substance, except /not have been done this vear: and. 


that which was hinted at by the noble) nti] there has been actual and fuller 
Earl opposite when the Bill was read the | oommunication by post with those 
first time. He seemed to be rather | colonies, it is still a bare possibility that 
surprised at, and to see a little objection some slight change may still be necessary. 
in, the form of the Bill, which, instead | 5 that is the case. it appears to be deci- 
of reciting the title which the Sovereign | gelay more convenient that the power of 
was to assume, placed in the hands of /making it should reside in His Majesty 
the Sovereign the right to declare the| rather than in Parliament. Of course, 
title he will wear. | ultimately, His Majesty is guided by 

The Bill reads -— | advisers who have the confidence of 
. , . _| Parliament, and the ultimate result 
‘It shall be lawful for His Most Gracious nil be diff B on ; 
Majesty, with a view to the recognition of His | S!0U not be al erent. ut we know 
Majesty’s dominions beyond the seas, by his |that sometimes measures, even of a 
Royal Proclamation under the Great Seal of | simple and innocent character, find 
the United Kingdom, issued within six months | difficulty in passing through Parliament 


after the passing of this Act, to make such | mae 
addition to the style and titles at present ON account of the limited amount of 


appertaining to the Imperial Crown of the | time which is at the disposal of that body, 
United Kingdom and its dependencies as to His | and that very often the alteration of an 
Majesty may seem fit.” ‘important Bill may be hindered, may be 
The suggestion of the noble Earl opposite | delayed, for what, for practical reasons, 
was that it would be more convenient | may be an indefinite period, not by the 
that the precise title to be worn by His | action of any party, not by any large 
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division, but simply by the expression 


Royal Titles 
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are two or three things I should like to 


of opinions of a very limited number of | 


Members. It is therefore better, if there 
is no statutory or substantial objection 
to doing so, that such alteration should 
rather be made by His. Majesty himself, 


bring before your Lordships’ House, | 
had not the opportunity, when the noble 
Marquess moved the First Reading of 


| this Bill, of referring to what had taken 


under the advice of His Ministers, than | 
|that my noble friend who then led this 


made by the introduction of a new 
enactment into Parliament. I think, 
therefore, while the matter is one of 
great importance, that it is more con- 
venient to follow the precedent of 1876 
rather than to institute a new precedent 
for ourselves, and that that is a sufficient 
answer to the very natural objections 
which were raised by the noble Earl 
opposite. I beg to move. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24.— 
(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY : My Lords, 
I do not rise to say one word as to the 
contention of the noble marquess, with 
which, personally, I am disposed to agree, 
but to make a practical suggestion. 
I am very glad that there is some chance 
of reconsidering the exact form of the 
title in view of possible communications 
with the colonies. I could not help 
regretting when I read that the title 
was to be “ of all the British Dominions 
beyond the Seas, King.’ It seemed to 
me that it is a disregarding of an ancient 
and rather noble precedent. On the 
coins of the late Queen you will find her 
title was * Britanniarum Regina,” and 
it has always been my hope that, if sucha 
title were to be assumed by the Sovereign 
in acknowledgement of the great age 
of the Empire beyond the seas, that form 
would be adopted, and that he would 
take the title, not “ of the British Domin- 
ions,” but “ of all the Britains ” beyond 
the ‘eas. It would be in consonance 
with the ancient form of the title ‘‘Britan- 
niarum”’ ; it would be a title, I think, 
worthy of the head of this illustrious 
Monarchy, and it would in some respects 
be preferable to that of “the British 
Dominions."’ Of course it may not re- 
commend itself to the Government, but 
I submit it for what it is worth. I beg 
to express my deep satisfaction that His 
Majesty and the Government have 
agreed to any such proposition as that 
before the House. 


place with regard to the title “ Empress 
of India” ; but I have since ascertained 


side of the House protested at that time 


'that Her Majesty’s Government had not 


| should be. 


followed what he conceived to be the 
usual practice in anything that affected 
the comfort and dignity of the Crown, 
and communicated what they wished to 
the Opposition. I venture to repeat 
that protest. I do not wish to lay 
any great blame on the noble Marquess 
for not having done so, but I think it 
is a wholesome and useful custom that. 
when matters affecting the Crown are 
discussed and propositions are to be made 
with regard to them, such communica- 
tions should be made between the Govern- 
ment and the Opposition. It was done 
notably this year when the Civil List was 
discussed. Communications were imme- 
diately made to the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition in the other House, and therefore 
the old practice was adhered to in respeet 
to that matter. I think it is a useful 
course, for it is exceedingly disagreeable 
and inconvenient, and somewhat contrary 
to the dignity of the Crown, and it also 
puts Members who may object in a very 
invidious position with regard to the 
Crown if anything is done which may 
arouse serious opposition. I do not fora 
moment say that any opposition will be 
offered in this case. I have previously 
stated that I believed that we on this 
bench would practically agree to the Bill. 
The noble Marquess has referred to what 
I said the other day. I said in this House 
that I thought it rather singular that the 
actual title was not incorporated in the 
Bill. In the public press, which gene- 
rally reports us very accurately, I was 
made to say that I regretted the Govern- 
ment had: not followed the precedent ot 
1876. I do not believe I said so. I 
wish to say now that I agree with the 
noble Marquess as to what he said about 


‘following precedent in this matter with 


regard to giving the King the opportu- 
nity of settling what the actual title 
The noble Marquess says 


*Ear~t SPENCER: My Lords, I do not | there has only been one precedent. | 
wish to prolong this discussion, but there | rather think there have been more thap 
| 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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one. 


at the time of the Union with Ireland | 
the question of the title of the King was. 


referred to their Majesties. 
still prefer that in a matter which affects 
so very gravely the interests of all the 
subjects of His Majesty it had been pos- 
sible to insert the title in the Bill. I quite 
admit that the noble Marquess has given 
cogent reasons why this should not be 
done, and therefore I am not prepared 
to press my objection any further. There 
is one thing I observe, and I cannot help 
noticing it, because it proves what im- 
mense strides have been made by the 
colonies since the year 1876. When the 
Bill with regard to the title of Empress 
was introduced in another place, speaker 
after speaker from the Opposition com- 
plained that the colonies were not dealt 
with. Thelate Mr. W. E. Forster, whom 
the noble Marquess quoted the other 
night, made two or three speeches on the 


I should | 


{29 JuLy 1901} 
I. and | 
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mittee, whether it is the intention to use 
the new title on every occasion when the 
style of the King is set forth, or only on 
particular occasions when it applies to 
the colonies ? 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: My 
Lords, the last suggestion of the noble 
Earl is a matter on which I should be 
sorry to give an answer offhand. It 
would require consideration, but if I 
remember right, in 1876 we made 
certain pledges as to the use to which 
the title should be put. I think those 
pledges have not proved very convenient, 
and I am doubtful whether they have 
been scrupulously kept. Therefore, on 
the whole, I should prefer to leave the 
matter tothe judgment of His Majesty the 
King. With respect to the complaint— 
what I may call the personal complaint— 


' made by the noble Earl, as to the treat- 


subject ; I rather think my friend the | 


noble Duke who sits beside the noble 
Marquess spoke ; and certainly Mr. Glad- 
stone spoke in the same sense. It is 
rather singular to find what answer was 
given by the then Prime Minister. Mr. 
Disraeli took this line. He opposed the 


ment of the Opposition, I heartily tender 
an apology, if any apology is due, but I 
was not aware that on this matter it 


' was usual for the Government to consult 


the Opposition. Of course it is a process 
to which there is no possible objection 


| wherever usage points out that it should 


He said that it would be a slur on the) 


colonies to imply that they were not in- 


cluded among the population of Great , 


Britain and Ireland. [ am not going to 
say that we should follow Mr. Disraeli’s 


advice now, and that they should not! ue ; 
important point is one which I approach 


be specially recognised, but I quote 
this as an example and a_ proof of 
the immense strides which the colonies 
have made in their influence and power 
in the world. I certainly am not pre- 
pared, nor have I any desire whatever to 
oppose the Second Reading of the Bill; but 
perhaps the noble Marquess would inform 
us whether it is intended in future to 


idea of especially bringing in the colonies. | be followed, but in this case I was not 


aware that usage pointed to any such 
course; and therefore I did not take it. 
I should think this little discussion 
and the observations of the noble Earl 
will probably secure its being taken 
in any future case. The only other 


with some hesitation. It is the sugges- 


| tion of the noble Earl below the gangway, 


that we should take Britannia, not in the 
singular, but in the plural, and adopt 


' that as the subject of the dominion of the 


| King. 


The noble Earl is a great master 


‘of style, and I do not for a moment 


have the new title and style of His) 


Majesty in full put on all the different | mn 
| what strange and even uncouth—King 


documents where at present the very 


| 


simple style of King of Great Britain and | kK ther 
Ireland, and so on, is put. The new precedent for the use of Britains as a 
style is a somewhat long affair, and I| plural number; but, that being a nice 
rather share the view of my noble friend | point both of style and of linguistic 
who spoke before me ; the more we can} usage, I would rather defer expressing 
retain the grand style of King, as| any definite opinion until I have had the 


hitherto 


pretend to compete with him; but I 
confess I doubt whether the form which 
he suggests would not be thought some- 


of the Britains. I think there is no 


used, the better, I think, | opportunity of obtaining the opinions 


it would be. Perhaps the noble Marquess! of persons better versed in the matter. 
would inform us at this stage, or in Com- | But I do not, as at present advised, 


' 
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think it would be a possible solution, | extreme dissatisfaction which was felt in 
because, as it may have occurred to the district concerned at the manner in 
noble Lords, we are the mere slaves of ; Which the Great Southern and Western 
euphony, and anything, however desir- | Railway Company were working the 
able or proper it may be, if it is not | Limerick and Kerry line. He wished it 
euphonious, is by popular practice and | to be understood that the chief complaint 
usage, if not by actual rule, very soon set | Was In regard to the goods traffic arrange- 
aside. Though I quite see the object | ments. | Previous to the amalgamation, 
which the noble Earl has in view, and | Tesponsible officials of the company went 
sympathise with his feeling to a great round the district promising a better train 
extent, I very much doubt whether such | Service and greater facilities for the public. 
a change would be possible. | But since the amalgamation had become 
_an accomplished fact, the company had 

Tue Ear. or ROSEBERY: With | 80ne back upon those promises. He was 
regard to precedent and style, the noble | 2° speaking at random; he was pre- 
Marquess has only to consult the pared to prove his assertion. He held in 
small change in his pocket, where he | his hands resolutions passed by the 
will find the words “ Britanniarum | Kerry County Council and the Newcastle 
Regina” used. As to whether the words | West Town Commissioners, pointing out 
I suggested would be good English, the that they were induced to support the 
title of “ Emperor of all the Russias” | amalgamation proposal by the promise 


+ of an improved service » line betwee 
must be familiar to the noble Marquess. | %.°01)Pro ed service on the line between 
) Limerick and Kerry, and expressing 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2% their dissatisfaction at the treatment 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- , now accorded to them, and the public in- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. convenience caused by the neglect of the 

company to provide an improved service. 

House adjourned at ten minutes | Now the company “ pooh-poohed ” the 
past Five of the clock, whole thing. They denied that any 

till to-morrow, half past Titi ee : 

Hon ot the ahak. undertaking had heen given, and declared 

that if their officials made any promise 

——— they were not bound by it. Such con- 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. | duct was shabby, and only worthy of a 
| railway company. He passed from that, 

Monday, 29th July, 1901. and would dwell upon another question, 
‘ . | a very important one, vitally affecting the 

—— | people and the industries of the south of 

an Seon Saree ‘Ireland. It was a question of railway 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. rates. Again he ca to point out that 

prior to the amalgamation officials of the 

| company went round promising a general 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN | revision of rates and a reduction in parti- 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


cular cases. On the faith of those pro- 


(By Orpen.) _mises support was given to the amalga- 
. , mation scheme. But, the company 
Order for Third Reading read. — 


‘having attained its object, was now 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ignoring them, and the district affected 
“That the Bill be now read the third by the amalgamation was in a worse con- 
time.” ‘dition than ever. The promised reduc- 
| tion of rates for hardware goods from 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, Birmingham had not been carried out. 
W.) said that as the extension of the line There was, however, a still more import- 
to Cashel was very much required by ®nt matter Terrible injustice was being 
his hon. friends the Members for Tip- inflicted upon the Irish butter industry, 
perary he did not intend to oppose the | and he held in his hands a letter signed 
Third Reading of the Bill,buthe diddesire by Mr. H. Sullivan, pointing out that 
to take that opportunity of expressing while, prior to the amalgamation, it was 
in the strongest possible manner the, possible to get Irish butter placed on the 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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London market within sixteen or eighteen 
hours of its despatch from the south of 
Ireland, it now took from four to six 
days, with the result that it was rendered 
impossible to place that butter in a 
favourable condition on the market. 
That statement was confirmed by a Mr. 
Gibson, of Limerick, the Secretary of the 
Irish Dairy Association, anda gentleman 
well known in connection with the Irish 
butter industry, who, ina letter which he 
had written, declared that the promises 
made by the company were being delibe- 
rately broken. The letters he had 
received showed that the people in 
the south of Ireland were treated in 
a scandalous fashion by this company. 
No other people in the world would 
stand it. The few remaining in- 
dustries were being carried on 
against terrible odds. The railway rates 
alone were enough to kill them, to say 
nothing of foreign competition. The 
Chief Secretary should deal with the 
matter in a practical way, not by making 
sympathetic replies, which resulted in 
nothing, but by compelling the company 
towork this line ina proper and business- 
like manner, to cast aside their petty 
spites, and to carry out their promises. 
If Ireland had, as she ought to have, a 
Parliament of her own, these grievances 
would not be allowed to exist. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.), having lived 
in North Kerry practically all his life, 
had had some experience of the working 
of the line both before and since the amal- 
gamation, and he had no hesitation in 
saying that the condition of affairs under 
the amalgamation throughout the whole 
of the county of Limerick and the greater 
portion of Kerry, so far as the travelling 
public and the carriage of the mails were 
concerned, was as bad as, if not worse 
than, under the Waterford and Limerick 
Company. On three days in succession 
last week the connection at Limerick 
Junction failed, the consequence being 
that the mails were delayed in delivery 
to the extent of eight hours. Commercial 
men would appreciate what that meant 
when they knew that the replies from 
Irish commercial houses could not, in 
consequence, be sent until seventeen 
hours later than would otherwise have 
been the case. There might have been 
some excuse when Limerick Junction 
was being worked by two companies, the 
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one in competition with the other, but 
there was not the slightest justification 
now that amalgamation had taken placés 
Paid agents of the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company had made 
public promises to the ratepayers of North 
Kerry that, if they would withdraw 
their opposition to the Amalgamation 
Bill, certain concessions and _ facilities 
would be given. Relying on those pro- 
mises, the opposition was withdrawn, Lut 
now the state of things was such that 
the very men who previously favoured 
amalgamation were going to the county 
council and the urban councils proposing 
resolutions calling on the company to 
carry out their pledges and to act 
honourably. The statement had been 
| publicly made that those promises would 
have been carried out had it not been for 
the fact that the Kerry County Council 
opposed the amalgamation. The council 
had no alternative, if they were to get 
back the money they paid asa guarantee; 
and were they to be punished in this way 
because they fought in the interests of 
their ratepayers? The failure of the 
connection at Limerick not only affected 
the mails, but disarranged the whole of 
the tourist and passenger traftic. Things 
were getting so bad that the House ought 
to take some interest in the matter, and 
see that these railway companies did not 
run the whole machinery of the country 
and of the House of Commons, but carried 
out honourably the promises they made. 








*Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) desired to 
see Clause 34 in the Bill so amended 
that protection would be given to 
private hotel-keepers in the districts 
affected. The railway company ought 
to be put in the same position as any 
other hotel-keeper, and made to work 
their hotels only in open and fair com- 
|petition. Irishmen welcomed compe- 
tition, and they were glad to see this 
‘company investing their money in 
hotels in this district. They welcomed 
the proposal, as they knew that good 
hotels would be put up by them; but 
they desired that these hotels should be 
worked so as not to interfere unfairly 
'with the existing hotel-keepers. The 
company must be judged by the method 
in which they had transacted similar 
| matters in the past, and as an illustration 
of that method he might mention that the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
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issued through return tickets from) shire and Yorkshire who could not 
Dublin to Killarney, including three | afford to put up at large hotels belong- 
days boardat their hotel,for 42s., whereas | ing tothe railway company. .The clause 
the ordinary return ticket for the railway | would interfere very seriously with the 
journey only was 55s. The House, | poorer portion of the tourist traffic. He 
before passing the Bill, ought to inquire | begged to move. 
whether the provision of hotels was | 
necessary in the interests of the pro-| Amendment proposed— 
moter and when they were aft n| yma wad ‘nwa ed 
| time,’ and add the words ‘re-committed to the 
that no injustice was done to other | former Committee in respect of Clause 34 of 
people with similar interests. With that | the Bill, as amended.’”—(Mr. Murphy.) 
object he desired that the company 
should be bound to issue tickets for their | Question proposed “ That the words 
line without giving preferential rates, | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
in order that other hotels in the district | Question.” 
should be able to compete with them 
on equal terms. In his constituency) Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 38.) sup- 
about £100,000 was invested in hotel ported the motion, and said he did so 
property, and he thought that fact | because he did not wish to see any 
should induce the House of Commons monopoly created in the county of 
todo what he asked, In this matter he Kerry in connection with the hotel 
did not speak only for people of his, business. Judging from the treatment 
own religious persuasion or politics. | they had received in the past from this 
One gentleman who was a Protes- company they had no guarantee that 
tant wrote to him stating that -if if the monopoly was granted in the 
the Bill was passed in its present | hotel business they would not continue 
shape it would simply ruin him. | treating them in the same way in the 
Another of his constituents, who was as future. They had no guarantee that 
strong an Orangemanasthe hon. Member | the preferential rates offered now would 
for South Belfast, made a similar com-! be continued, and a very energetic class 
plaint. He called the Chief Secretary’s of the community in his constituency 
attention to this clause, so that it would would be ruined if this clause passed 
not come on him without notice. He in its present form. He desired that 
had heard him declare in another debate new hotels should be constructed, but 
that the whole support and influence what he strongly objected to was the 
of the Government would be given to creation of any monopoly that would 
any individual in Ireland whose interests damage any section of his constituents. 
were unfairly affected. The interests of 
a large number of hotel-keepers were Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
very materially affected by the clause W.) said he desired to say a few words 
under consideration, and he was sorry in favour of the motion made by his hon. 
that the Chief Secretary was not present friend. They would have no other 
in order to use his influence against this opportunity of expressing their views 
clause and act up to the declaration he upon this Bill but this one, and in the 
had referred to. He would have to tell county of Kerry they were very much 
his constituents of the fact asillustrating interested in this matter. They objected 
how unreal the Chief Secretary's interest to any hotels having a monopoly, and 
was in most of their affairs. The pro- there ought to be a fair field for all. 
posal he made was a very fair one. In! They had no guarantee that when this 
Kerry they had a number of hotels company had killed all competition 
which were quite equal to what the that they would still continue offering 
company proposed toerect. There were these special facilities. All they wanted 
some hotels in Killarney that were better. was that there should be fair and open 
For instance, all the nobility and gentry, competition. 
as they were styled, put up at certain 
existing hotels, while there were other. Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.) 
hotels that suited visitors from Lanca-|in supporting the motion said hitherto 
i 


Mr. Murphy, 
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he had been a friend of the company, | 


and on two occasions he came down 


| owing to the promises made by the com- 


| 


| pany. 


to London to support them. After | 


two years experience of the company, | 


however, he had come to the conclusion 
that it was not safe to trust them. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! That 
is not a point of order, and the hon. 
| Member has already spoken. 


The Great Southern and Western Rail- , 


way were the most unapproachable and 
the most discourteous railway company 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) 


said they had another threat from the 


in the whole county of Kerry, and for hon. Member for the Devizes division 


that reason he should support the 
motion before the House. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.) said 


his constituents had been working very | 


hard to get this Bill passed, and the 
county Council of Tipperary had given 


of Wiltshire. It was worthy of remark 
that no Irish Member had been found 
'to stand up and say a single word for 
| the Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company. He suggested that the House 
should refer the Bill back and not trust 
' the company. 


their consent to it. All the popularly | 


elected bodies in south Tipperary were 
anxious that this line should be con- 
structed, and he was afraid that if the 
motion which had been moved were 
passed it would jeopardise the passage 


of the Bill. and the line might not be | 


constructed at all. Although he agreed 
with his hon. friends that the Great 
Southern and Western Railway had 
not treated them as well as they ought 
to have done, nevertheless, for the 
reasons he had given. he should vote 
against his hon. friend’s motion if they 
went to a division. 


Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
thought it was in the interests of Lreland 
generally that everything that could 
possibly be done ought to be done to 
develop the tourist traffic in the south of 
Ireland, and nobody could deny that 


the action of the company in building | 


hotels and improving their tourist railway 
service had not proved an advantage to 
the south of Ireland. The Great 
Southern and Western Railway were 


only asking that they should be treated | 
in the same way as other companies. | 
When this Bill passed through the other | 


House the question of the hotels was not 
raised at all. He firmly believed that 
this Bill would undoubtedly be for the 


benefit of the south of Ireland, and he | 


hoped the hon. Member for East Kerry 
would withdraw his motion. 


Mr. FLAVIN on a point of order said 
that the individual members of the 
Kerry County Council did not vote in 
favour of petitioning against the Bill 





*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that it 
was not in order to discuss the past 
conduct of the company under this 
motion. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN said he 
wanted to see the Bill re-committed. 
They should not take the promise of the 
company for anything at all, for when- 
ever the company had got powers hon. 
| Members from Ireland knew how they 
had been used in other cases. They had 
broken faith all along the line. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it was not in order 
to pursue that line of argument. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN said he did 
not wish to transgress. He wished this 
Bill to be re-committed, even if it were 
defeated. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question _is,. 
Is the Bill to be reeommitted in reference 
to the Amendment to Clause 34. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN said the 
only Member who spoke in favour of the 
Bill on the other side told the House that. 
if a certain course was not taken the Bill 
would have to be rejected. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This _ particular 
Clause 34 does not entitle the hon. Mem- 
| ber to go into the conduct of the com- 
pany in other cases. 


| 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN said _ this 
| was only the beginning of the exhibitions: 
| they would get of breaches of faith on the 
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part of the Great Southern and Western | be in his power before he sat down to 
Railway Company. The company had} convince hon. Members on both sides 
taken up a monstrous position by the|that he did not rise and plunge into a 
aid of the Irish Government. The | maiden speech without good and suffi- 
President of the Board of Trade was} cient reason. The Instruction, which he 
responsible for the promises which had | earnestly hoped might be issued to the 
been given. No one had a good word to, Committee upstairs, referred to two 
say for the company after years of experi- | sites which had been scheduled by the 
ence. He wished his friends to go to a/ school board authorities to the borough 
division, even if the Cashel line had to of Stepney. They were known as the 
stand over. He wished to point out the) Bromley Street and the Blakesley Street 
danger of allowing the passing of an sites. With regard to Bromley Street, 
omnibus Bill containing one sweet pill. | since putting his motion on the Paper 
ihe had learnt that it had been with- 

*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member | drawn ; there was, therefore, no longer 
was going against his ruling. |any controversy with regard to it. He 
‘did not know that officially, but he 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN said he | trusted they would now hear whether 
might perhaps be excused, as he did not | it was the case. He understood it had 
rise to speak often. He asked his friends, | been withdrawn in compliance with an 
notwithstanding what was said on the arrangement which was made some 
other side, to go to a division. | months ago between the borough council 
|of Stepney and Lord Morpeth, chair- 

*Mr. MURPHY said he desired to with-! man of the School Accommodation 
draw the motion. Having regard to the; Committee. The council agreed to 
present position of affairs, he trusted the , widen the streets, to clear the insani- 
House would allow him to say one or two | tary neighbourhood of Heath Street, 
words. |and effect the necessary rehousing in 
/consideration of the schooi board on 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member their part agreeing to take a portion 
is not entitled to say anything by way of of the area so cleared instead of the 
reply to anything that has been said. | Bromley Street site, which was objected 
|to. On these grounds the school board 

*Mr. MURPHY asked leave to with- agreed to withdraw the Bromley Street 
draw the motion. Owing to the position | site, but that site remained part of the 
of affairs, he would not go to a division, | Bill as drafted. In explaining why 
but would endeavour to find some other | there had been so much delay in opposing 
means of effecting the result he desired |the measure he said he must plead for 
and bringing the company to their | the Borough Council of Stepney on two 


Senses. | grounds—firstly, that they were under 
the impression that when the school 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. | board entered into the agreement 
to which he had referred they had under- 

Main Question put, and agreed to. | taken to co-operate with the council, 
;not only in regard to Bromley Street, 

Bill read the third time, and passed. | but also by implication in regard to any 


| other sites which it might be necessary 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL | tO acquire; and, secondly, he would 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) | remind the House that the borough coun- 
BILL [Lords]. (By Orpen.) cil was a newly-created body, and there- 

*Masor EVANS-GORDON (Tower | fore youthful and innocent. They could 

Hamlets, Stepney) moved an Instruction | not be expected to be up in all the moves 

to the Committee with respect to the | on the parliamentary chess-board, and 

Education Board Provisional Order Con- | 20 | doubt they had _weakened their 

firmation (London) Bill. He said he| position by postponing action a nd 

was loth to occupy any of the time of the | neglecting to keep a vigilant eye on what 

House, particularly at this late period of | was going on in this House. For that 

the session, but he trusted that it would | reason they could not appear before the 


Mr. Patrick O’Brien. i 
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Committee to-morrow. He could plead 
on his own behalf parliamentary youth 
and innocence, and while he would not 
dare to lay down any principle, it seemed 
to him that it did not matter at what 
stage a Bill was opposed so long as it 
could be shown that the opposition 
thereto was just and reasonable. In 
any case, it would be hard indeed if, owing 
to an oversight on the part of the council, 
punishment and hardship were to be 
inflicted upon the poor people of the 
neighbourhood. It was as a supplicant 
for them that he spoke that night. The 
school board had for some years past cast 
longing eyes upon the Blakesley Street 
property, and, apart from any action 
which they had taken in this House, 
the borough council and the inhabitants 
of the district had used every remon- 
strance in their power to prevent the 
site being used for school board purposes. 
A conference was held between Mr. 
Wylie, representing the Education De- 
partment, and the Borough Council of 
Stepney. Mr. Wylie’s report had not 
been made public, so that it was impos- 
sible to say what view that gentleman 
took. A deputation waited upon the 
School Accommodation Committee from 
the borough council, and finally a 
large public meeting was held in the 
town hall,at which the mayor presided. 
It was attended by a large number of the 
most influential persons in the district. 
His hon. friend the Member for Lime- 
house was present upon the occasion, 
and would no doubt be able to tell the 
House what passed at that meeting. 
There was one incident, however, to 
which he should like to refer. Mr. 
Bruce, one of the members of the school 
board for the Tower Hamlets, was present 
and made a very frank, but to his mind 
astonishing, statement with regard to the 
policy of the board. He expressed a 
hope that in future the school board 
would be able to co-operate with the 
borough council more than it had done 
in the past. The right course, he felt, 
would have been for both bodies to have 
taken up this question together. So 
far the hon. member cordially concurred. 
But Mr. Bruce went on to say that the 
school board had no legal power to clear 
away slums and rebuild. ‘‘ That,” he 


said, “ was the work of the borough 
council.” 


Asked if he was aware that 
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representatives of the borough council 
had offered on behalf of that body to 
co-operate with the school board in 
acquiringsites other than those scheduled, 
Mr. Bruce replied that he was perfectly 
unaware of the offer, but stated that if 
the borough council would write to the 
school board stating their willingness to 
co-operate with the board, and making 
arrangements for re-housing the people 
displaced, there was no doubt the board 
would accept the offer. Asked further 
why it was that the school board always 
scheduled less than twenty houses, Mr. 
Bruce replied that this was done because 
that was the largest number they were 
allowed to take without re-housing. He 
had not the least wish to see the school 
board involved in the work of rehousing, 
and stated that they were elected to look 
after education alone. A letter was 
read to the meeting from Sir Charles 
Eliott of the London School Board, 
stating that he was— 

“in sympathy with the objection against 
the sites, and adding that the school ‘board 
was terribly afraid of the duty of rehousing, 
and so everything had to give way to the object 
of taking less than twenty houses.” 


The policy and practice of the school 
board was familiar to this House. Under 
Standing Order 183A they could not 
acquire twenty houses inhabited by the 
labouring classes without incurring 
re-housing responsibilities. To evade this 
nineteen houses or less were acquired. 
A school was built and used for a short 
time. It was then found to be inade- 
quate, and the board then asked power 
to acquire more houses on a separate Bill, 
thus neatly circumventing the intentions 
of Parliament. He could not see why 
twenty families should be re-housed and 
nineteen should not. In any case the 
Order 183 should be re-drafted so as 
to prevent the school boards or any 
other body taking two bites of the cherry 
and evading their responsibilities piece- 
meal. He did not know whether the 
views expressed by Mr. Bruce were 
the views of all his colleagues on the 
school board, but he trusted they were 
not. A great deal was said at the present 
time about the housing of the working 
classes, but very little seemed to be done. 
His view was that nothing could be 
effected by what was called ‘* comprehen- 
sive legislation,” and that the only remedy 
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would be found in the co-operation of | insignificant, still there was underlying 
all public and private bodies. Every | it a great principle. He appealed there- 
authority which had the power to acquire | fore to the school board and the Board of 
and to clear sites in London should surely | Education to co-operate in every way 
be guided by one principle, and that! they could with the local authorities, 
was to use their opportunities for the | and try and solve this question. It was 
advantage of the district, to promote | wise and politic that at this of all times 
the public health and morality, in short | the school board should not enter into a 
to clear sites which needed clearing,| conflict with the local bodies. He 
and not to accentuate the great | rejoiced to think that, for the first time, 
existing difficulty of providing decent a borough council had found a solution 
house accommodation by the wanton;of this question. The borough of 
destruction of good and sanitary houses; Stepney had entered into relations with 
in which these poor people were able to | the school board, and were going hand 
live. He held that no good house pro-| in hand with education and the housing 
perty should under any circumstances | of the poor, and if that could be done in 
be destroyed, unless absolute urgency | one instance, why might it not be done 
and necessity was clearly proved. Could in all, and why should not it be acted 
that be proved in this case? He could | upon in the case of the Blakesley Street 
not believe that it was necessary to site as well as in the case of the Bromley 
destroy this good property, and that this | Street site? He appealed to his hon. 
was the only site which could serve the and learned friend opposite, the Member 
purpose of the school board. In the! for North Camberwell, who he saw 
present instance the borough of was anxious to pulverise him. He 
Stepney had unanimously passed two was one of those who believed that 
resolutions—one within the last few if some of the millions which had 
diys and one in December last— been and were being spent on edu- 
in which they repudiated indignantly cation were laid out on better houses 
the action taken by the school board. | the cause of education itself would greatly 
London looked to these local bodies in profit. His hon. and learned friend the 
the matter of the housing of the poo>, Member for North Camberwell was as 
and he asked the House to consider ardent and able an advocate of housing 
whether these local bodies, who were reform as he was an educationist. Did 
doing all they could towards the solution he shed his housing principles when he 
of this great problem, were likely to be entered the portals of the school board ? 
encouraged by this action of the school Did he not believe that the moral educa- 
board in evading all responsibility in tion of a decent house was as important 
connection with rehousing, and _ in| as anything taught in the board schools ? 
wantonly destroying habitable house Did he not know that the efforts of our 
property, so that the local authorities teachers by day were obliterated and 
were left with nothing but slums and_ nullified by the deplorable surroundings 
insanitary areas. The Borough Council of the poorer class of children by night ? 
of Stepney had shown in this case that If that were so, he appealed to his hon. 
they were most eager to co-operate with and learned friend to use those great 
the school board and the Board of Educa- | opportunities which the school board 
tion ; they had come forward and offered | possessed in clearing sites. They had a 
to take over all the responsibility of programme for one year, which con- 
clearing the sites and widening the streets. tained no less than forty scheduled sites 
That offer showed that they were genu- in London. Allowing nineteen houses 
inely anxious to meet the school board for each site, that meant that between 
and the Board of Education ; but what 700 and 800 houses were to be cleared 
hope could there be, unless they were away. He believed that he did not 
met in a friendly spirit, that this most put forward an impossible ideal when 
difficult of all problems could ever be he said that he could picture a state of 
settled ? He did not wish to debate this things when, as each board school was 
question on party lines, but he main- erected, a group of decent houses would 
tained that though this particular case be erected round it, in which some of the 


might appear to some hon. Members , children, at all events, would live under 


Major Evans-Cordon, 
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decent 
appealed to the whole House, to all 
Members who at the time of the General 
Election made so many promises in re- 
gard to the housing question. When they 
packed their political portmanteaus in the 
shape of election addresses, they placed 
in them the articles which they believed 
to be most useful for their arduous voyage 
to these benches. He hoped and believed 
that these articles were for use as well as 
for show. He hoped and believed that 
they would not fade and shrink in the 
parliamentary wash. 
who were interested in the housing ques- 
tion, here and now was an opportunity 
of testing and proving the durability 
of those articles which they had placed 
before the electors at the General Election. 
He trusted they would support the In- 
struction, for underlying it a great 
principle was at stake. He begged to 
rove. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s) said he desired to 
support the motion of his hon. and 
gallant friend. The Blakesley Street 
site was situated in the constituency 
he had the honour to represent, and the 
London School Board proposed to pur- 
chase it against the wishes of the local 
authority. The borough council of 
Stepney in December last passed an 
unanimous resolution condemning the 
action of the London School Board in 
attempting to take the site referred to. 
Blakesley Street was one of the broadest 
and best streets in the division of St. 
George’s in the East, and was occupied 
by lightermen, who had to be at their 
occupation at all hours. It was pro- 
posed to unhouse 120 inhabitants in 
order to build a board school to facilitate 
the education of children, principally 
foreigners. St. George’s in the East 
was one of the most densely crowded 
districts in inner London, the number 
of inhabitants to the acre being 200 as 
against 61 for London. According to 
the last census returns the population 
had increased 7 per cent., whereas the 
housing accommodation had decreased 
5 per cent. It was not unusual that as 
many as six families resided in one house, 
and occasionally a family occupied a 
cellar at a rental of six shillings a week. 
Within a radius of one mile from 
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and civilised conditions. He | 


To all Members | 
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ten board schools, and many voluntary 
schools also. He would submit those 
facts to the House, and leave it to the 
judgment of the House whether the 
London School Board ought not to listen 
to the representations of the borough 
council for the locality. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on Education Board Provisional 


Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords] to leave out Plan No. 23 and Plan 
No. 25 from the Schedule.”—Major 


Evans-Gordon. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said as chairman of the School Accommo- 
dation Committee of the London School 


' Board he desired to say a few words on 


the motion. He was entirely in sym- 
pathy with everything that had been 


‘said by hon. and gallant Gentlemen and 


the hon. Gentleman with reference to 
the pressing urgency of the question of 
the housing of the poor. A year ago 
his committee made representations to 
the Education Department that in the 
two blocks in which the Blakesley Street 
site was situated there was a deficiency 
of 1,694 school places, and the Depart- 
ment, after most careful inquiry, said, 
“Very well, we will give you permission 
to builda new school for 750 places.” 
The Sites Committee then went down to 
the locality, and arrived at the conclusion 
that Blakesley Street would bea good site 
after consultation with the local members 
of the school board. His committee 
then proposed that the Blakesley Street 
site should be taken, but before proceed- 
ing any further they consulted all the 
board schools and voluntary school 
managers in the locality, and no objec- 
tions were received from them. Then 
his committee represented to the school 
board that the Blakesley Street site 
should be taken. In November last year 
they advertised their intention to take 
the site, and then the Borough 
Council of Stepney asked to be 
seen by the School Accommodation 
Committee. On 27th of February last his 
committee listened to the representations 
of the Stepney Borough Council with 
extreme care, and he was quite sure that 


‘they were most anxious to meet the 


Blakesley Street there were no less than 





borough council in any practical pro- 
posal. The case of the council, however, 
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was that Blakesley Street contained fairly | Street, and so Blakesley Street had been 
good property, whereas there were in| put into the Bill. The matter had now 
Stepney a number of sites with very | gone out of the hands of the London 
unsuitable houses, and that one of them | School Board, and it had become a 
should be selected, the result of which | matter for the Board of Edueation to 
would be that the school board would deal with, and inform the House as to 
have to provide the re-housing instead | what the evidence was of the necessity 
of the borough council. If his committee | for the Blakesley Street site. He rae 
could have found a site as educationally | the House would not strike out “ Blakes. 
suitable and as cheap as the Blakesley | ley Street,” because, in the first place 
Street site it would have been selected, there would be a year’s delay, and sheees 
even though it involved re-housing by | were already 1,964 children unprovided 
the school board. The position of the | for, and the result of the recent roll 
borough council was that Blakesley | showed that there were 200 new children 
Street, which contained a number of over and above the 1,964. There would 
decent houses, should not be cleared, be a delay of a vear, and the education 
but that another site should be cleared, | would be less advantageous. According to 
and that the school board should provide | a report supplied from his own surveyor, 
the re-housing. it was impossible to find a site in the 
: okie ar prescribed area which would not involve 

Masor EV ANS GORDON said that | the destruction of more buildings and 
was not quite the position. The agree- the disturbance of more people. There- 
ment between the borough council and fore, advocates of the housing of the 
the school board referred to the Bromley | working classes ought to vote for the Bill 
Street site, and the arrangement was) on that ground. The school board had 
that the school board would not have to | met the borough council in this matter ; 
re-house. there was no other alternative ; at the 


Dr. MACNAMARA said it was im- present moment the borough council 
possible to deal with the Blakesley Street could not suggest one, and the Board of 
site as with the Bromley Street site. As | Education could not find one. If it were 
the matter presented itself to him, the possible to find a site educationally as 
borough council endeavoured to throw suitable, and which would not involve 
upon the school board the obligation of | #" delay, and which would Cost, ares 
doing part of the re-housing. The for area, not more than Blakesley Street, 
school board were quite willing to work | the school hoard and the committee 
amicably with the borough council in would be glad to give it their considera- 
this matter, and they went and inspected ton, but it was necessary In the mean- 
the Johnson Street site, but they found | time to hold on to something, and they 
it was a site which would cost a good deal | should therefore take powers, although 
more than the Blakesley Street site, and | they need not necessarily build at once. 
was educationally not so suitable. The 
Johnson Street site was contiguous with THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
two Roman Catholic voluntary schools, | BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
and within a few minutes of aChurch | Cambridge University) said that, the at- 
Voluntary school. The objections to | tention of the Board of Education having 
putting down a board school in close | been called to the fact that a deficiency of 
contiguity to three voluntary schools school accommodation existed, he made 
might not weigh with the borough | inquiries into the matter, and the House 
council of Stepney, but it would, and did, | might take it from him that there was a 
weigh very greatly with the committee, deficiency of accommodation, and that it 
of which he was a member, which had to was necessary to give powers to the 
consider this matter. Other alternatives | school board to build accommodation 
had been suggested in a more or less | for the instruction of these children. 
indefinite form, and the Government Having come to the conclusion that there 
inspector held local inquiries and | undoubtedly was a deficiency, it then be- 
considered all the. suggestions, and , came the duty of the Board of Education 
ultimately came to the conclusion that to see that the site proposed was a fit and 
there was nothing for it but Blakesley | proper site for a school, and it was their 


liv. Macnamara. 
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duty not to allow a site to be scheduled | grouped together for the purpose of 
in the Bill unless they were convinced of | accommodation, and the Education De- 
that fact. According to their invariable partment accepted the “ blocking” of 
custom where alternative sites were sug- | the school board. 
gested, they had taken upon themselves | : 
to hold a local inquiry to ascertain which | Mr. HARRY SAMUEL thought that 
site was most suitable. The question of | where a district was of great rateable 
displacing the population was a question | value the fact should be taken into 
for Parliament, and not for the Board of | account. The London School Board, 
Education. In this particular case a local | too, ought to rehouse the people whom 
inquiry had been held by the Inspector of | they displaced for educational purposes. 
the Board of Education, who came to the | It was not so much the quantity as the 
conclusion that the Blakesley Street site| quality of the property taken. The 
was the most convenient and suitable | school board scheduled districts because 
forthe school. They therefore sanctioned | they contained a good class of houses, a 
its inclusion in the Bill. But it was open | smaller number of which would be re- 
to those who objected to appear before the | quired. and the duty of rehousing thus 
Committee, which would decide the ques- | avoided. He strongly urged the House 
tion after hearing evidence, and he could | to pass the Instruction which had been 
not countenance the demand that the | moved. 
House itself should deal with the matter. | 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
Mr. HARRY SAMUEL (Tower Ham- lets, Poplar), referring to the statement 
lets, Limehouse) said that the reason why that the borough council had not taken 
the Stepney Borough Council had not | up the position they ought to have done 
sought to appear before the Committee and given evidence before the Com- 
was that they were under the impression mittee, because they believed an arrange- 
that they had come to an agreement | ment had been come to, said he was 
with the school board with regard to informed that while it was perfectly true 
both the Bromley Street and the an arrangement was come to in regard 
Blakesley Street sites, and therefore to one site, in this particular case no 
had no cause to interferein any way. | arrangement was arrived at. 
With regard to the Blakesley Street 
site. he understood that that would) Mr. HARRY SAMUEL said the clerk 
be taken out of the Bill; but even if it to the council did believe an arrange- 
were they were still face to face with the | ment had been come to. 
principle which actuated the school 
board in these matters. Hethoughtthe) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON thought 
school board ought to abstain in very it was an unfortunate position, and it 
poor districts from laying hands upon | would have been much better if evidence 
sites of a high rateable value, and thus | had been placed before the Committee. 
laying an extra burden upon the poor. It | He could not, however, see his way to 
was a curious fact that in the case of the | support the motion before the House, 
Bromley Street and Blakesley Street sites because there was a very large deficiency 
both properties are the best rateable pro- | of accommodation to Le supplied. There 
perties in the district. He drew attention could be no dispute on that point. as the 
to the fact that owing to what is called the | matter had been very carefully gone into 
block system adopted by the school by the school board, whose proposals 
board the board schools were in much were endorsed by the Board of Educa- 
closer proximity than he considered tion. He could not share the responsi- 
necessary. He suggested that if the pro- , bility of allowing the deficiency to go on 
vision of further educational sites in St. for another year, or possibly two years, 
George’s in the East were dealt with as would be the case if the Instruction 
under a different system there would not was carried. The supporters of the 
he the necessity for so many schools. Instruction had not attempted to prove 
that an eoually suitable alternative site 
Dr. MACNAMARA pointed out that was available, and the Vice-President 
under the “ block system” schools were | had stated that the Department, after 
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endeavouring to make themselves con-{ Mr. BARTLEY said it was essential 
versant with the district, had come to/that in these large municipalities 
the conclusion that there was no alter- | local authorities and the school board 
native site. He should, therefore, oppose | should work together in this matter, 
the Instruction, but he felt that in these | Because they had not done so in this 
matters where there was any dispute | case he should support the Instruction, 
between the school boards and the local | as it was absolutely necessary that the 
authority some inquiry should be made, | London municipalities should be sup- 
and that the views of the local authority | ported in their view. 

should carry great weight. | 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) saidthat | thought the Vice-President was mis- 
the matter under consideration raised | taken in suggesting, as he apparently 
a principle of great importance in view of | did, that the local borough council should 
the recent creation of London munici-| have appeared before the Committee 
palities. The time had come when the! by which this Bill was considered. He 
local authorities of London should have | had a strong impression that only owners 
a great deal more to say as to the position | of sites concerned could so appear. If 
of these schools and the action of the the right hon. Gentleman thought a 
school board than was at present the | Committee was the proper body to 
case. In the course of the recent Educa- | determine the controversy between the 
tion debates a great deal had been said | school board and the: local authority, 
about the school boards being put in| and would give an undertaking that the 
any way under the municipalities. The) Bill should be recommitted to a Select 
question before the House seemed clearly |Committee, before which the borough 
to show that some such step was absc- | council could be heard, the motion might. 
lutely necessary, because London really | perhaps, be withdrawn. That, he 
consisted of a number of large cities. and) thought, was a reasonable proposal, 
it was very unreasonable that a munici-| and would meet the point of the hon. 
pality controlling a population of, say, Member for Poplar. 
350,000, should not be able to settle 
the position of a school. sir J. GORST said he was prepared 
: . ny. to give such an undertaking on the 
*MR. SPEAKER : Order, order ! Phe understanding that the motion before 
hon. Member is now opening a very jin. House was withdrawn. 
large question, which hardly arises on the 
tnatraction. Dr. MACNAMARA asked whetlier 


Mr. BARTLEY said the position the | such a course would involve any delay. 
supporters of the Instruction were 
taking up was that the local authority 
should be more consulted, and their 
contention was that in this case the local 
authority had been consulted, but not 
to a sufficient extent. The local autho- 
rity had come into existence since this 
site was first considered, and he certainly 
thought the whole contention was 
whether or not the local authority, | ee a, ee 
which, after all, was the supreme . 
authority in the district, should be BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 


consulted. HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ did not object to| LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 


Sm J. GORST understood that the 
Report of the Select Committee could be 
considered before the end of the session. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that, if that 
assurance was given, as far as he was 
concerned there would be no objection 
to the course proposed. 


the hon. Member saying the local autho- RAILWAY BILL. 

rity might have been consulted more. PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC 
My observation was directed to the HBALTH BILL. 

question of control by the local authority, Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
which is a much larger subject. agreed to. 


Mr. Sydney Buaton. 
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BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with | 


Amendments. 


BRIDEWELL HOSPITAL BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, 
without amendment. 


BROADSTAIRS AND _ ST.  PETER’S 


WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL | 


[Lords]. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND 
NEWPORT RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and_ passed, 

without amendment. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 

King’s consent signified; Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [Lords]. 


Amendments. 


BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [Lords]. 
DOVER CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments | 


made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS | 


BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 207 
be suspended, and that the Lords’ 
Amendments to the Dublin (Equalisa- 
tion of Rates) Bill be taken into considera- | 
tion to-morrow though opposed.—(Mr. | 
Harrington.) 

Ordered, That the Lords’ Amendments 
be considered to-morrow. 
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/ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
and passed, | 


| ELECTRIC 


s z | [UNDER 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 


| (Seotland) Act, 
/Greenock Corporation (to be proceeded 
| with under Section 7 of the Act), ordered 


land) Act, 
| Corporation,” 
'and under 62 and 63 Vie., ¢. 47, s. 7 (2), 
| ordered to be considered upon Thursday. 


Business. 370 


BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 


|ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lords]. 


PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Lords]. 


|ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [Lords}. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and pasved, with- 


| out Amendment. 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [Lords]. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS AND GENERAL) ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 

SECTION 7, SUB-SECTION (2) OF 

THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 

(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899.] 

Considered ; to be read the third time 

to-morrow. 


GREENOCK CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION. 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
1899, relating to 


to be brought in by the Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


GREENOCK CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 

‘** To confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Seot- 
1899, relating to Greenock 
presented accordingly ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill, 
| without Amendment. 
That they have agreed to Rhyl Im- 
provement Bill; Golborne Gas Bill; 


P 2 
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Metropolitan District Railway Bill ; 
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Biggleswade Water Board Bill, with | 


Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments EAST INDIA (PUBLIC WORKS DEPART- 
MEN 


to Wigan Corporation Tramways, ete., 
Bill [Lords] ; Leeds Churches Bill [Lords]; 
and to Worcester Tramways Bill [Lords], 


without amendment. 


RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT | ~ 


[Lords]. 


LEEDS CORPORATION (GENERAL 
POWERS) [Lords]. 


ENT). 


Return [presented 26th July] to be 
printed. [No. 290.] 


ARSENICAL POISONING (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of First Report of the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire 
into Arsenical Poisoning from the Con- 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports sumption of Beer and other Articles of 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 


WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Inverness against; to 


lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 


Food and Drink. Part I. Report [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


| Copy presented, of revised instructions 
applicable to the Code of 1901 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


| Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
certain Legislation of the late South 


Petition from Battersea, against ; to African Republic affecting Natives [by 


lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF WORKING CLASSES (RE- 


PAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 
Petition from Shoreditch, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LODGER FRANCHISE. 
Petition from Shoreditch, for legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Bracknell ; 
and Stanford ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Two Petitions from Kildalton, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON 
BILL. 


ACCESSION 


Petition from Stirling, against ; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


MALTA. 


| Copy presented, of Further Corre- 
spondence relating to the Political Con- 
dition of Malta [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
| 2,669 to 2,672 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EGYPT (No. 2, 1901). 


| Copy presented, of Despatch from 
| His Majesty's Agent by the Consul 
/ General at Cairo enclosing a Report as 
to Irrigation Projects on the Upper Nile, 
‘ete., by Sir William Garstin, K.C.M.G. 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


Return ordered, giving the fol- 
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—(Mr. Thomas 0’ Donnell.) 


“ MINERVA” AND “ HYACINTH” 


(TRIALS). 
Return ordered, ‘“‘of the Particulars 
of the recent sea trials of the ‘ Minerva’ 


and ‘ Hyacinth. ’”—(Mr. Wol/ff.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—MARTIAL LAW— 
EXECUTION OF REBELS. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware that 
on or about the 21st instant a British 
subject named Klopper was hanged for 
the crime of high treason at Burghers- 
dorp, in the Cape Colony, and that on or 
about the same day another British 
subject named Klasson was sentenced to 
death and executed at Somerset East, in 
the same colony, for a similar offence ; 
whether the civil courts of the colony 
are now open or to what extent their 
jurisdiction is in abeyance ; before what 
courts and on what dates the above- 
named British subjects were tried, and 
who were the judges composing the 
court ; what legal assistance, if any, was 
allowed to the accused, and was the 
evidence upon which they were convicted 
that of natives or white men ; were the 
trials held in public, is any report of the 
proceedings available, and was any appeal 
from the sentences passed open to the 








accused ; and whether the Indemnity 
and Special Tribunals Act (No. 6, of 
1900), passed by the Cape Parliament 
last year for the purpose of trying persons 
accused of treasonable offences, has now 


}expired for the purposes of such trials ; 
if so, before what tribunals fresh cases of 


a like nature are now tried. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : | have no information 
with regard to the particular cases re- 
ferred to. The Special Court established 
by the Cape Act No. 6, of 1900, only has 
jurisdiction in cases of high treason and. 
all political crimes committed before or 
within six months after the passing ot 
the Act, that is, up to the 12th of April 
last, when the jurisdiction of the ordinary 
courts revived. But although the courts 
were nominally open they were not able 
adequately to deal with the grave cases 
of treason and rebellion which were 
increasing within their jurisdiction, and 
on the 22nd of April the following notice 
was, with the approval of the Cape 
Ministers, issued by Lord Kitchener. 

Notice. 


Notice is hereby given that from and after 
this date all subjects of His Majesty and alk 
persons residing in Cape Colony who shall, in 
districts thereof in which martial law prevails, 
be actively in arms against His Majesty, or who 
shall directly incite others to take up arms 
against him, or who shall actively aid or assist 
the enemy or commit any overt act by which 
the safety of His Majesty’s forces or subjects is 
endangered, shall immediately on arrest be 
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tried by court-martial, convened by my | 


authority, and shall on conviction be liable to 
the severest penalties of the law. 
KITCHENER, 
General Commanding-in-Chief. 
April 22nd, 1901. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): What was the date of Lord Kitch- 
ener’s proclamation % 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : April 22nd. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Eight 
months after Lord Roberts closed the 
war. P 


LORD KITCHENER AND THE 
IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 

*Srrk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state when and in what terms Lord 
Kitchener last reported his satisfaction 
with the number and quality of the 
mounted troops now in the field in South 
Africa, and especially as to the quality in 
riding and shooting, and capacity for 
employment in the field of the latest levy 
of Imperial Yeomanry despatched from 
this country in and after January of the 
present year, and whether any report 
from the general officers commanding 
such mounted forces under Lord Kitch- 
ener can be given to the House. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
Lord Kitchener, writing privately on 
29th March, 12th April, and 26th April, 
wrote in very favourable terms of the 
latest levy of Imperial Yeomanry and 
expressed his opinion that with a little 
experience in the field they would prove 
most useful troops. The same reports 
have been given me unofficially by various 
generals and regimental officers under 
whom they have served. In more 
recent letters Lord Kitchener states that 
4 proportion of these troops have not 
improved as he had hoped, but they are 
undergoing careful training. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say 
whether a large number of these men do 
not enter hospital immediately on arrival 
in South Africa, suffering from all kinds 
of disease, phthisis included ? 
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that. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware of 
The War Office is not responsible 
for the men falling ill. 


YEOMANRY—ARREARS OF PAY. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
a question of which | have given him 
private notice—namely, whether he is 
aware that a number of yeomen who 
have returned from South Africa de- 
clined to receive their medals on Friday 
last on the ground that they had not 
received their arrears of pay ; and whether 
he will take immediate steps to inquire 
into their grievance and arrange for the 
payment of the arrears without delay. 


‘Mr. BRODRICK: No such case has 
reached me. If the hon. Member will 
supply me with any such cases I will 
certainly give my attention to them. 
The practice of the War Office when the 
statement of the amount due is delayed 
is to grant to the men four-fifths of what 
they can show they appear to be entitled 
fo. 


BOER CASUALTIES. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state the number of Boers 
reported to him as killed, taken prisoners, 
and surrendered since the beginning ot 
the war up to Ist July, 1901; also the 
number of horses, cattle, and sheep 
reported captured up to the same date ; 
and whether he will state the number of 
prisoners now in custody. 


The numbers ot 
surrendered 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
prisoners of war and 
burghers is about 33,000. Some more 
have been released on parole. No accu- 
rate returns of their killed have appar- 
ently been kept by the enemy, and 
therefore no information in this respect 
is available. No complete Returns of 
captured stock have been forwarded 
from South Africa. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does that 
include women and children ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) ; How many 
British troops have surrendered to and 


_have been released by the Boers ? 
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Mr. CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
Lord Kitchener’s weekly report of casual- 
ties among the Boers for the past six 
months, from 31st January to 22nd July, 
show that 669 Boers were killed and only 
390 wounded, whereas the usual propor- 
tion of killed to wounded in war ranges 
from one in three to one in six or seven ; 
whether Lord Kitchener has sent any 
explanation of the fact that practically 
two Boers have been killed to one 
wounded ; and, if not, whether some 
explanation will be asked for. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I have already 
told the House, the Boers carry away 
their wounded, and we cannot tell how 
many are wounded. 


Mr. CHANNING : Are there not some 
wounded included among the prisoners ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say 
whether that is so. As a rule wounded 
prisoners are mentioned as wounded. 


BOER CAPTURES OF BRITISH 
TROOPS. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Seerstary of State for War whether he 
can state the number of British and 
Colonial soldiers who have since October 
lest been made prisoners by the Boers 
and afterwards released by them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot criticise the answers 
given. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Are not 
Members on this side of the House who 
put questions entitled to have as full 
answers as are given to hon. Members 
on the other side of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
suggests that equal justice is not meted 
out by me to both sides of the House, he 
is very much out of order. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I asked a 
question myself, and I was referred to a 
weekly Return, and a question was asked 
by an hon. Member opposite—— 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is entirely out of order in 
discussing these matters. If he has any 
objection to take to the mode in which 
I deal with the business of the House—— 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: What I said, 
Sir, had no reference whatever to you. 
My question was why a Minister gave 
totals in the ease of questions which he 
wishes to answer—— 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
| hon. Gentleman is now commenting 
on an answer that has been given. He 
cannot do that. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 


Are you 


will find all the information available in | aware, Sir, that we were precluded from 
the daily casualty lists and in the monthly | discussing the way in which the right 


summary of casualties. 


| 
| 
Mr. CHANNING: May I ask whether | 
| 


the right hon. Gentleman is aware that a 


telegram in The Times shows that there | 
has been a miscalculation of over 1,000 | 


in the returns. | 
| 
I am not aware of | 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
that. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) : May I ask, Sir, what is the 
reason why, in answer to an earlier ques- 
tion as to the total number of prisoners 
taken, the total was given, and when an 
hon. Member on this side of the House 
asks a question—— 


hon. Gentleman answers questions in 
Committee of Supply ? 


PAY OF CIVIL SURGEONS AT THE 
FRONT. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the pay of civil surgeons who have served 
for three years with the Imperial forces 
will be rendered at the end of that period 
on a similar scale to the pay of members 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The matter is 


under consideration. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
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his attention has been called to the case 
of civil surgeons serving with the Imperial 
forces ; and will steps be taken to render 
them eligible for the gratuity under the 
provisions of Army Order 136, June, 
1901. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
apparently refers to the gratuity granted 
to re-employed officers and those in a 
similar position. It 


Questions. 


medical men engaged under special 
terms. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Do not 


these men lose their professional em- 
ployment in civil life when they serve 
with the Imperial forces, and ought they 
not to be in the same position as Army 
surgeons in the matter of gratuity ! 

Mr. BRODRICK: The bargain made 
with them is a different one. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And a very 


hard bargain it is, too. 


CAPTAIN LEUMANN, I.M.S. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports 
mouth): I beg to ask the Financial 


Secretary to the War Office whether he 
is able to promise reconsideration to 
the case of Captain Leumann, LML.S., 
now deceased, who, having been lent by 
the Indian Government to the 
Government, volunteered for service upon 
the outbreak of the war, and whose 
executors have been denied any partici- 
pation in the war gratuity on the ground 
that he was engaged in a civil capacity ; 
and whether it has been represented to 
him that under the Indian Government 
this officer would have been deemed to 
have earned such gratuity in similar 
circumstances. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Captain 
Leumann was granted a special rate of 


pay as a civil surgeon, and was therefore | 


Had he | 


ineligible for the war gratuity. 
been treated as a captain of the Royal 
Army Medical Corps, and thereby been 
eligible for the war gratuity, he would 
have been not so well off. 


DISCLOSURE OF OFFICIAL DOCU- 
MENTS. | 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS: I beg to | 
ask the Secretary of State for War a 
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is not issuable to | 


Natal | 
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|question of which I have given him 
| private notice. whether it is a fact that. 
he has been obliged to refuse all further 
| official communications to a London 
/morning journal ; and, if so, whether he 
/can make any statement on the subject. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: I am not sorry 
| that my hon. friend has put this question,, 
because it enables me to state exactly 
what has occurred. I desire to repudiate 
the suggestion that any action has been 
taken against a morning journal in 
/consequence of the information, which 
subsequently turned out correct, which 
that journal published respecting the 
shooting of the wounded at Vlakfontein. 
On the contrary, I am grateful to any 
correspondent who can give the public 
accurate intelligence as to past events. 
But on two occasions in the present year 
this journal has published statements on 
impending events based on secret official 
documents, and it is immaterial in my 
opinion whether these were obtained by 
direct purchase or through the means 
of a correspondent. In each case the 
information had been refused on patriotic 
grounds by another journal. On the 
last occasion, last week, I intimated to 
the editor that t'iis practice must cease, 
and that unless he could give me the 
means of detecting the leakage I must 
take such steps as the Government can 
to protect the country from the effects 
of premature and inaccurate disclosures. 
I notice that this journal states to-day 
that it is “‘in a position to obtain much 
‘other official information,” and [ am 
informed that a similar case of the 
publication of information from an official 
document by this journal, also surrep- 
titiously obtained, recently occurred at 
|the Admiralty. I may add that I have 
already had to dismiss one official for 
making improper use of confidential 
/documents. It may be that in this case 
the leakage is outside the War Office. 
But while taking such steps with regard 
to guilty individuals as may be necessary, 
| 1 cannot justify leaving men of moderate 
|income to the temptations which may 
be offered them by a prominent journal, 
and I think the House will assist me 


/in my effort to put down these occur- 


rences, which are a disgrace to the public 


| service and a danger to the country. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON :, May 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
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he contemplates taking any steps under 
the Official Secrets Act, either against 
the proprietors of this journal or against 
other persons who may be implicated. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In any case in 
which I can take action under the 
Official Secrets Act I shall certainly do so. 


BLOEMFONTEIN CONCENTRATION 
CAMP. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the medical officer’s report 
upon the state of health of the children 
in Bloemfontein Refugee Camp, which 
was asked for by Lord Kitchener a month 
ago, has been yet received; and, if so, 
will it be published in extenso, and how 
soon. 


Lorp STANLEY : The report has not 
yet been received. 


Mr. FLYNN: On the 27th of last 
month I was told that the War Office 
had telegraphed, and expected a reply 
very soon. I will repeat the question 
on Thursday. 


Lorp STANLEY : No mail can arrive 
between now and Thursday. 


INYACKE ISLAND. 

*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state 
the reason why the British Navy in 
past years landed Marines on Inyacke 
Island, in Delagoa Bay, for the purpose 
of hoisting the British flag there, and 
will he explain why this action has been 
discontinued. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNouD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): No record can be found at the 
Admiralty of the occurrence referred 
to by the hon. Member. 


SOUTH AFRICAN TRANSPORTS — THE 


“ MONGOLIAN.” 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralt whether he can state the 
results of the inquiry into the condition 
of the transport “ Mongolian” on her 
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last voyage from Cape Town as regards. 
defects in machinery, supplies, and 
accommodation for the troops; and 
what steps he proposes to take, or has. 
taken, in the matter. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: Inquiry 
has now been made into the circum- 
stances attending the voyage of the 
“Mongolian.” It appears that the ma- 
chinery of this vessel broke down twice 
during the journey from the Cape, and 
in consequence the ship was considerably 
delayed and the voyage unduly length- 
ened. Before leaving on her outward 
voyage she was dry docked, thoroughly 
surveyed, and her engines opened up, 
and her Board of Trade certificate re- 
newed. Up tothe time of her last voyage 
the “Mongolian ” had made the passage 
at her average rate of speed, twelve 
knots. The delay of the ship naturally 
caused an extra demand upon the stores,. 
which in some cases proved inadequate. 
The commanding officer, on her last 
voyage from the United Kingdom, 
reported that the accommodation was 
entirely satisfactory on all points, and 
that the hospital could hardly be im- 
proved upon. Unfortunately great de- 
mands were made upon the accommo- 
dation in the case under consideration, 
owing to the fact that several patients. 


| who had acquired the germs of enteric 


ut Kronstad developed the disease on 
board. ‘he hire of the vessel has been 
stopped for the period by which she 
exceeded the normal length of voyage, 
and a fine of £700 has thus been inflicted. 
An abatement will also be made in the 
daily rates payable in respect of vic- 
tualling. 


KRUGER’S TREASURE. 

*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
it Captain Crowe, the British consul at 
Delagoa Bay, has ‘ommunicated with 
the British Government as to the failure 
to seize, with the sanction of the Portu- 
guese Government, treasure of ex- 
President Kruger, valued approximately 
at £2,000,000, secretly shipped from 
there by the sailing ship “ Litchfield ” ; 
and, if so, will he state the nature of 
such communication, and, in the cvent 
of his having no information, will he 
make inquiries. 
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*THeE UNDER SECRETARY  oF|whether he is aware that pipers and 


SLATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- | 
‘count CRANBORNE, Rochester): During | 
the prohibition of the export of gold 
from Lourenco Marques the vessel in| 
question was searched, but no gold 
was found. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the 
noble Lord say whether it is not a fact 
that the gold was pointed out to the 
British representative, but owing to 
ithe incompetence of the person employed 
-by him the seizure was not effected ? 
*Viscount CRANBORNE: I must ask 
for notice of the question. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: How is it 
the Colonial Office answered a question 
-on this subject on the last occasion, and 
now it is the Foreign Office ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 








drummers of the 1st Volunteer Battalion 
Argyle and Sutherland Highlanders took 
part in an Orange procession at Greenock 
on the 12th July, wearing the uniform 


,of their corps; whether such action on 


the part of Volunteers in uniform is per- 
mitted, and, if not, whether he will take 
steps to prevent such conduct in the 
future. 


Lorp STANLEY : One piper and two 
drummers of this Volunteer battalion 
without permission played in an Orange 
procession on 12th July, and some 
ex-members of the pipe band played in 
apparently borrowed uniform. The 
matter is being taken up by the General 
Officer commanding the district. 


CASE OF MRS. MARY GORMAN. 
Mr. M‘DERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): | 


beg to ask the Secretary oi State for War 


RAILWAY FROM LORENZO MARQUES 
TO THE TRANSVAAL FRONTIER. 
*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if the Portuguese Government have 
leased, or are negotiating for the purpose 
of leasing, to the British Government the 
railway between Lorenzo Marques and 
Ressano Garcia, the frontier town of the 
Transvaal, and, if so, will he state the 
terms and the advantages that will be 
gained by British traders from any such 

action. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: We know 


nothing of any such negotiations. 


SOLDIERS AND THE FRANCHISE. 

Mr. MITCHELL (Burnley): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any voter now serving in South 
Africa would sacrifice his vote if his poor 
rate remained unpaid on the 20th of 
this month. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon) : I fear 
that the answer to this question must be 
in the affirmative. 


VOLUNTEER BANDS AND ORANGE | 
PROCESSIONS. 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg. 


whether he is aware of the destitution of 
Mrs. Mary Gorman, a widow, of Harris- 
town, county Kilkenny, whose two sons 
were in the Royal Irish Regiment, and 
that one of her children died while on his 
way to the Transvaal, and the other, 
after spending one year there and eight 
and a half years in India in the English 
Army, got a year’s imprisonment for 
some neglect of duty; and whether, 
having regard to the circumstances, he 
will cause the imprisonment to be re- 
mitted, and give some relief to the mother 
of those two Irish soldiers. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
the case. I regret to say that the 
grounds set forth in the question would 
not justify any reconsideration of the 
case. 


POONA COLLEGE OF SCIENCE. 

Mr. CAMERON (Durham, Houghton- 
le-Spring) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he is aware of certain 
difficulties in the way of technical in- 
struction and engineering training 
caused by the action of the Director of 


Public Instruction in the Bombay Presi- 


dency, whereby several students applying 
to enter the engineering branch of the 
College of Science at Poona found them- 
selves excluded, and, having regard to 


to ask the Secretary of State for War | the recent declarations of His Excellency 
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he state what steps will be taken for the 
removal of the restrictions mentioned. 


Tus SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I learn from an answer given 
to a question in the Bombay Legislative 
Council on the 12th February last that, 
in consequence of the large increase in 
the number of students in the engineer- 
ing branch of the Poona College of 
Science since the year 1898-99, it became 
necessary to limit the admissions in 1901 
to forty, and to select those to be ad- 
mitted by a competitive examination. 
Neither the accommodation in the college 
nor the teaching staff is calculated to 
admit of an indefinite extension of the 
numbers attending, and the restriction 
was absolutely necessary to provide for 
the efficient working of the institution, 


supply of candidates for Government 
service in the Public Works Department. 


BRITISH COMMERCIAL AGENTS 
ABROAD. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
state in what portions of the United 
States the British commercial agent is 
employed, what is the general nature of 
his duties, what salary and allowances 
he receives, and under what Vote the 
money is paid; and what commercial 
agents are employed elsewhere, what 
salaries are paid them, and under which 
Votes do they appear. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The Bri- 
tish commercial agent in the United 
States has his headquarters at Chicago ; 
his general duties consist in watching 
and reporting on the commerce. indus- | 
tries, and products of special districts, | 


and in answering inquiries from 
chambers of commerce and firms. His | 


salary is £500 a vear, and he also receives 
an sllowance of £300 to cover travelling 
and other expenses. His salary and 
allowance, as well as those of the other | 
commercial agents, are accounted for 
under the Diplomatic and Consular Vote, 
subhead “‘ Special Missions,” partly under | 
the heading *‘ Collection of Commercial | 
Intelligence.” £2,000 and the balance | 





{29 JuLy 1901} 
Lord Curzon, at the Aligurh College, will | (£200) out of ‘‘ Unforescen Missions.” 


which is maintained primarily for the | 
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|The commercial agents for Russia and 
| Switzerland reside at Moscow and 
| Zurich, and receive respectively ealaries 
of £500 and £300 and allowances of £300 
and £200 a year. The remaining 
/commercial agent who acts for Centra} 
America, and who is permitted to trade, 
receives only an allowance of £100. Ail 
| these appointments are experimental. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: Has the 
nobel Lord mentioned the whole of the 
commercial agents ? 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: Yes, Sir. 


CHINESE INDEMNITY—OPIUM DUTY. 


Srr MARK STEWART (Kircud- 
brightshire): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether His Majesty’s Government have 
considered the advisability of encourag- 
ing the Chinese Government to meet the 
indemnities to the Powers, by an increase 
in the duties on both native and imported 
opium, with a view to assisting that 
Government to put down the opium vice, 
in preference to the increase in Customs 
duties on imports of useful articles pro 
posed by some of the other Powers. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: I under- 
stand that the object which my hon. 
friend has in view is to make the duty 
on opium ultimately prohibitive. It is 


|evident that such a result would not 


furnish China with money to pay off the 
indemnities. But, in fact, the question 
of what revenues should be utilised for 
this purpose has already been settled 
by agreement among the Powers con 


cerned. I stated them to the House on 
Friday.t 
UNSEAWORTHY SHIPS—THE 


“LOUISIANA.” 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 


| whether he is aware that the crew of the 


steamship “ Louisiana,”’ at the port of 
Quebec, refused to proceed to sea in this 
vessel on the ground that she was in an 


/unseaworthy condition, on account of 


her deekload of timber which gave her 





t See page 274. 
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Questions. 
a list to port, that a surveyor was called 
by the crew with the result that he 
ordered some of the deckload to be 


taken off, and that after this was done | 


the vessel had a list to starboard, in 
consequence of which five of the firemen 
refused to proceed in the vessel, for which 
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proportion of the 2,000 men, women, and 
_ girls employed in the 400 brass foundries 
of Birmingham are suffering or have 
suffered from the well-known symptoms 
of this disease, and that the coroner 
stated that this was a case for inquiry, 
he will cause inquiry to be made. 


they were sentenced to four weeks im- | 


pri-onment. 


THe PRESIDENT or 1Hne BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BALrovr, 
Leeds, Central) : 
have not yet received particulars from 
Quebec of the case to which the hon. 
Member refers, but they have been asked 
for, and, so soon as they are in my 
possession, I will consider whether it is 
necessary for me to take any further 
action. Meanwhile I am informed that 
the “ Louisiana” has arrived safely in 
this country, and inquiries shall be made 
on board. 


LIGHTS ON THE SCOTTISH COASTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
ot the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been called to the report 
of the Scottish Chambers of Commerce, 
Shipowners’ and Shipmasters’ Associa- 
tions, in which reference is made to the 
inadequacy of Scottish lights, and that 
intervals occur in the lighting of the 
Scotch coasts; and will he state what 
steps the Northern Lighthouse Com- 
missioners propose to take in the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
seen a copy of the report referred to, 
but the Board of Trade have not received 
any communication from the Com- 
missioners of Northern Lighthouses on 
the subject. 


BIRMINGHAM BRASS FOUNDRIES— 
DEATHS FROM POISONING. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to an inquest 


recently held by the Birmingham city | 


coroner on a young man named Martin 
Brannon, who died from pneumonia and 
tubercle, certified by Dr. Moir, medical 
officer to the Ladywood Dispensary, to 
be due to brass poisoning ; and whether, 
in view of the statement that a large 





The Board of Trade | 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir. My atten- 
‘tion has been called to the case by the 
coroner. The question of the danger 
to health from dust in brass polishing 
and in the polishing of other metals has 
for some time been engaging the atten- 
tion of the factory staff, and especially 
of the Medical Inspector of Factories, 
I will make further inquiry into the 
matter, and consider what steps ought 
to be taken. 


LEAD POISONING IN PRINTING 
OFFICES. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
Mr. Alhuisen, factory inspector, in the 
month of April last, issued to newspaper 
proprietors and owners of printing 
offices notices that the setting up of type 
came under Section 30 of the Factory 
and Working Act, 1895, which is known 
as the lead poisoning clause ; whether he 
sanctioned this action of the inspector ; 
and can he state what prosecutions, if 
any, took place as the result of this 
notice. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Notices have been 
issued as stated in the question. The 
matter was not submitted for my sane- 
tion, but the action of the inspector 
seems to be justified by the number of 
ceases of lead poisoning in printing works, 
of which the hon. Member will find 
particulars in the chief inspector's report 
Just issued. The prevention of such 
cases turns entirely on the cleanliness of 
hands. The employers have made no 
demur, and there has been no question 
of any prosecution. 


Mr. TULLY : Were there not seventeen 
‘fewer deaths from this cause last year 
than the year before, and has any case 
been made out for this interference ? 


| *Mr. RITCHIE: I do not see how that 
| affects the question. The matter 1s a 
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very small one. It is merely the pro- 
vision of accommodation for the workmen 
to wash their hands. 


PRISON INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
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of the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware that Dr. Scott Tebb was 
elected medical officer of health by the 
Urban District Council of Penge, after 
open competition in response to public 
advertisement ; can he state why the 
Local Government Board refused to 
sanction the appointment ; whether he 





Department if he can state whether 


he proposes to carry out the ——— 


of the Controller of Prison Industries 
contained in the Report for 1900 (page 
55) and abolish the treadwheel, crank, 
and other forms of unproductive labour 
in prison; and will he say how many 
treadwheel machines still remain in His 
Majesty’s prisons, and in how many 
prisons the labour of oakum picking is | 
continued. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Prisons Com- 
mittee of 1894 recommended that cranks 
and treadwheels, where unproductive, 
should be abolished and some other form 
of labour substituted, and since that 
date active steps have been taken by the 
Commissioners to gradually discontinue 
the use of these forms of mechanical 
labour. There are only sixteen now 
in use, and most of these will shortly be 
discontinued, as soon as arrangements 
can be made for the water supply being 
otherwise provided for the prisons. 
Qakum picking is continued in most of 
the prisons, but is only resorted to in 
the case of very short sentences, where 


requires a profession of belief in vaccina- 
tion from all persons before sanctioning 


{their appointment as medical officers 


| of health ; and will he say what duties in 
| securing vaccination are imposed on 
medical officers of health to urban 
district councils. 1 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrter 
LonG, Bristol, 8S.) : The case of Dr. Tebb 
was fully discussed a short time ago by 
the hon. Member and others on the Vote 
for the Local Government Board, and, 
as then appeared, sanction to his applica- 
tion was refused on account of the views 
expressed by him in relation to vaccina- 
tion. The answer to the third point in 
the question is in the negative. As 
regards the last point, a medical officer 
of health is much concerned with vacci- 
nation as being the most effectual means 
of preventing the spread of smallpox, 
and in the event of an outbreak of that 


| disease in his district it would devolve 


upon him to do his utmost to promote 
vaccination and re-vaccination. 








time does not admit of more useful 
employment being engaged in with any | 
profit or advantage. | 


PRISON WARDERS. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether anything is being done 
to remedy the difficulty experienced 
by the prison authorities in getting 
suitable men for the position of prison 
warders, as stated by the prison inspectors 
on page 31 of the Report for 1900. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I am afraid I cannot 


say more at present than that this matter 
is receiving careful consideration. 








HEALTH 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, | 
Rugby): I beg to ask the rn 


PENGE MEDICAL OFFICER OF | 


CATTLE DISEASE REGULATIONS— 
CANADIAN STORE CATTLE. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether his attention has been 
directed to resolutions and statements 
from agricultural societies and other 
representative bodies, pointing out the 
inconvenience caused to farmers by 
exclusion of Canadian store cattle ; 
whether any cases of pleuro-pneumonia, 
or diseases resembling it, have lately been 
detected in animals from Canada slaugh- 
tered at the port of debarcation ; whether 
there is any proof that the disease exists, 
or ever has existed, in the Dominion, 
or if it now exists in the United States ; 
and whether he will cause inquiry to 
be made by Commission, or otherwise, 
into the whole question. 
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or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): We have of course received 
resolutions from the few districts in- 
terested in the importation of store 
eattle. The question is one which was 
decided by an Act of Parliament passed 
so recently as 1896—and the existence 
or absence of disease in the exporting 
countries was only one element in the 
case for passing such an Act. So far 
as our evidence goes, there is no reason 
for suspecting the existence of disease. 


ARGENTINE CATTLE. 

Sirk FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) : 
i beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether, in view of the 
interruption of and damage to trade 
between the Argentine and England, 
His Majesty’s Government has received 
any information from the Argentine 
Government or the British Minister in 
Buenos Ayres which would enable it 
to enter into negotiations for the removal 
of restrictions on both sides. 


*Mr. HANBURY: We have no power 
to make such a bargain as is suggested 
in the question, nor would it be desirable 
that we should have such power. It 
is our duty to prohibit the importation 
of cattle from any country where there 
is good reason to believe that foot-and- 
mouth disease exists, and to remove 
the prohibition when we have reason to 
believe that disease has disappeared, 
and that otherwise the circumstances 
are such as to afford reasonable security 
against the importation of diseased 
animals. 


LONDON STOCK AND DEAD MEAT 
MARKET PRICES. 

Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merio- 
nethshire): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether he 
will take steps to ascertain from British 
farmers the prices they have lately been 
paid for live cattle and dead meat sent to 
London for sale; and whether he will 
also ascertain what gradual increase, if 
any, has been made in the prices of 
American meat by the dealers who 
control its sale. 


*Mr. HANBURY: We have no 
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machinery at our disposal for making | business rule in the matter. 
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such a wide inquiry as the question 
suggests, nor are the farmers under any 


obligation to give us such information 


if we asked for it. There is no reason 
whatever to suppose that those prices 
would show a different tendency to the 
current quotations at the principal mar- 
kets. Those of the London markets do 
not indicate any material change in 
values during the last three months, 
There was a rise during practically the 
whole of 1900, but a decrease has since 
occurred, There was a similar rise in 
American meat last year, and a decrease 
since April of this year. 


LONDON AUXILIARY POSTMEN’S 


GRIEVANCES. 

CapTaAIN NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent. 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
will explain why a deputation of London 
auxiliary postmen in October, with 
respect to their wages and _ prospects, 
was not received by him, seeing that 
assurances had been given that this 
privilege would be granted. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The deputa- 
tion was not received by the Postmaster 
General because nearly all the subjects 
which they proposed to bring under dis- 
cussion had already been exhaustively 
considered and dealt with in the Report 
of the Tweedmouth Commission, and 
no good purpose would have been served 
by reopening them. ‘The hon. Member's 
reference to assurances on this point is 
not understood. It should be remem- 
bered that auxiliary postmen are not in 
the permanent service of the Depart- 
ment, and are only employed for a por- 
tion of the day. 


CEYLON PARCELS POSTAGE. * 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
registered parcels from Ceylon to Aus- 
tralia are sent via England in place of 
being sent direct ; will he state who is 
responsible for this arrangement, and 
whether he will take steps to adopt a 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
arrangements for the transmission of 

rcels, whether insured or not, between 
Ceylon and Australia are made by the 
Colonial Governments ; and, according 
to the Ceylon Post Office Guide, a direct 
change has been established. As, how- 
ever, it was noticed some little time 
since that insured parcels were occasion- 
ally sent from one Eastern colony to 
another by way of England, the Post- 
master General drew the attention of 
the several post offices concerned to the 
advantage of sending all such parcels 
directly. 


SALE OF STAMPS AT WEST STRAND 
TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that on a recent 
occasion a gentleman was refused stamps 
at the West Strand Telegraph Office on 
Sunday on the ground that only stamps 
for telegrams were allowed to be sold ; 


whether throughout the country this | 
rule is in operation ; if so, will he abolish | 


it. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 
Sir; the Postmaster General is not 
aware of such a case, and any officer 
taking the course described would be 
disobeying his instructions, which are 
that stamps for all purposes are to be sold 
on Sundays at the West Strand Post 
(tice. 


SALE OF STAMPS AT RAILWAY 
STATIONS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he will make another attempt 
to provide stamps for sale at the great 


railway stations in London, also at Man- | 


chester, Sheffield, Birmingham, Dublin, 
Belfast, Edinburgh, and Glasgow ; and 
has he ascertained the objection of the 
great newspaper vendors to sell stamps 
at railway stations. 

CHAMBERLAIN : 


Mr. AUSTEN 


Endeavours were made in 1892, and | 


again in 1897, to arrange for the sale of 
postage stamps by persons keeping book 
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jand other stalls at the London railway 
stations, as well as at those in the larger: 
provincial towns, but without much 
success. The chief newspaper vendors 
have hitherto declined to undertake 
the sale at their railway bookstalls, and 
the Postmaster General is not aware 
that they are prepared to reconsider their 
decision. Licences have, however, been 
granted in recent years to certain persons 
for the sale of stamps, etc., at railway 
stations and other public places by means 
of automatic machines, but it is feared 
that the demand has been too small to 
encourage a larger provision of these 
| machines. 


GLYNDYFRDWG POSTAL 
MENTS. 

Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been drawn 
‘to the despatch of letters from the village 
of Glyndyfrdwg, in Merionethshire ; 
is he aware that letters now leave that 
village at 5.40 p.m. and go to Llangollen, 
where they lie till 9.15 p.m. ; and, as the 
mail train passes through the village of 
Glyndyfrdwg at 9.7 p.m., whether he 
could arrange for the Glyndyfrdwg bag 
to go by that train to Chester, and be 
sorted in the railway sorting office ; and 
whether, having regard to the postal 
arrangements for the adjoining village 
of Carrog, steps will be taken for the im- 
provement of those of Glyndytrdwg at 
an early date. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 

night mail letters from Glyndyfrdwg 
are now sent by the train leaving that 
place at 5.51 p.m. To afford a despatch 
by the train leaving at 9.7 p.m., as sug- 
gested, would involve the letters being 
sorted in the travelling post office, and 
the work in the travelling post office is 
now performed under such great pressure 
at this point that the Postmaster General 
regrets that he would not be justified in 
making any addition to it. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS: Will the 
/same facilities be given to Glyndyirdwg 
as to the adjoining village ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
| cannot say without notice, as I do not. 
| know what the facilities are. 


\ 


ARRANGE. 
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THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS = (Flint 


Boroughs): I beg toask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he has been 
able to make arrangements to place in 
the library of the House an unrevised 
report of the Debates. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Yes, Sir; the contractors have volun- 
teered to deliver in future complete sets 
of uncorrected proofs to the library, for 
the use ot Members, simultaneously with 
their despatch to the speakers. 


EXPEDITING DIVISIONS. 


Cotone. WELBY (Taunton): I beg | 


to ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he can see his way to the con- 
struction, during the recess, of new 
exits from the No and Ave lobbies direct 
into the lobby, by making passages 
through the dividing wall, where it is 
panelled near the present screen-doors ; 
to moving the check tables close to these 
new exits, which would be provided with 
doors, and turnstiles that permit egress 
only, so that Members, as soon as the 
doors of the House are locked, and no 
more can enter, could pass out into the 
lobby, and be duly counted without 
waiting till the House is cleared and 
inner doors locked. 

Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 


WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuctas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): No, Sir; if there were 


no other reason against the proposal, I | 


fear it is structurally impossible. The 
alterations could only be carried out by 
the removal of the staircases giving access 
‘to the galleries of the House. These 
‘staircases cannot apparently be dispensed 
with, and cannot be erected elsewhere. 
An important part of the post office 
‘accommodation would also be destroyed. 


NEW PUBLIC OFFICES—MR. BRYDON’S 
PLANS. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether the drawings for the new public 
offices, left by the late Mr. Brydon, 
include a complete set of elevations and 
sections as well as plans, and, if so, to 
what scale; and whether they also in- 
clude the half-inch and full-size details 
mecessary for the erection of the building. 
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Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The general 


drawings include complete elevations and 
| sections, as well as the plans, and they are 
|to a scale of 10 feet to one inch. There 
_are full and clearly drawn half-inch scale 
| details of both exterior and interior, but 
there are no full-size details except for 
| joiners’ work. My department has 
retained the services of Mr. Brydon’s 
| principal assistant with a view to en- 
|suring, so far as possible, that Mr. 
| Brydon’s design may be carried out in its 
| integrity. 

| 


| 


HOUSE OF COMMONS ACCOM. 
MODATION. 
Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 


(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he will 
undertake that no expenditure shall be 
incurred to carry out the recommenda- 
tions of the Select Committee on House 
‘of Commons Accommodation without 
the House having first an opportunity 
of expressing an opinion on the desira- 
bility of incurring such expenditure. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I cannot 
proceed to carry out any of the recom- 
mendations of the Select Committee until 
an estimate has been considered and 
passed by the House, or until the ap- 
proval of the House has been signified 
after discussion on the Houses of Parlia- 
ment Buildings Estimate. I am anxious 
that such discussion should, if possible, 
take place this session. 


GREENOCK FEVER HOSPITAL. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether he can state 
| how long it is since the Greenock Fever 
Hospital was condemned as unsuitable 
by the Scottish Local Government Board; 
whether he is aware that a site for the 
proposed now hospital has not yet been 
selected ; and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board is prepared to insist on a 
suitable fever hospital being provided 
for Greenock and the neighbouring 
burghs without further loss of time. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am in- 
formed by the Local Government Board 
that in November, 1898, they drew the 
attention of the local authority of 
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Greenock to certain serious defects in the 
hospital accommodation provided for 
infectious cases occurring in the burgh, 
and suggested that a new hospital be 
erected. The local authority are co- 
operating with the local authorities of the 
burghs of Port Glasgow and Gourock, and 
with the local authority of the lower 
district of Renfrewshire, with the view 
of erecting a joint hospital. A joint 
committee has been formed, and has been 
engaged in endeavouring to secure a site. 
Several sites have been visited and 
reported on, but a suitable one has not 
yet been secured. The Local Govern- 
ment Board will endeavour to hasten the 
action of the local authorities. 


GREENOCK SCHOOL BOARD. 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I beg to ask 


the Lord Advocate whether he can state , 


how much is spent annually out of the 
public rate by Greenock School Board 
in providing prizes for religious as distinct 
from secular knowledge. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the School Board that the 
amount spent in the manner indicated 
in the question is £14 5s. 2d. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN : Is the expen- 
diture legal ? 

Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : 
Sir, perfectly legal. 


Yes, 


SCOTTISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
BOARD REPORT. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, if he will explain the cause 
of the delayin issuing the Report of the 
Local Government Board for Scotland, 
and will steps be taken to ensure the issue 
of the Report at an earlier date next year. | 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
delay has been due partly to the fact that | 
the Report is now brought upto the end 
of the preceding calendar year, and_| 
partly to unusual pressure of work caused | 
by the outbreak of small-pox in Glasgow. | 
It is hoped next vear to issue the Report | 
by the beginning of May. 

| 
’ BOARD NIGHT SCHOOLS. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, | 

N.):$I beg to ask the Vice-Pre- | 
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| rity to determine. 
| I have several times stated, such applica- 
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{sident of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether a_ school 
board organising a night school as 
a public elementary school not 
covered by the sanction of the Edu- 
cation (No. 2) Bill will be able to 
draw upon the school board rate in aid 
of the instruction of any pupils over 
fifteen years of age at the commence- 
ment of the school year. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): I have many 
times tried to explain to the hon. Mem- 
ber that this is a legal question which 
the Board of Education have no autho- 
In their opinion, as 


tion of the school rate would be 
illegal, but it is a matter which the school 
boards must determine for themselves. 


PHYSICAL EXERCISES IN NIGHT 
SCHOOLS. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether. in view 
of the many favourable comments in the 
annual Education Blue-books respecting 
the value of gymnastics, swimming, and 
physical drill to the pupils of the night 
schools, he can see his way to reinstate 
suitable physical exercises among the 


subjects of instruction for which grants 


are receivable in the night schools. 


Sir J. GORST: Under the Minute 
the fixed grant formerly made is dis- 
continued. It was under it that physical 
exercises received indirectly Government 
aid. It is quite open to managers of 


‘evening schools to make provision for 
such exercises, but no special grant for 


practising them will be made. 


PRIVATE BILL COMMITTEES. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for Wat- 
ford, as Chairman of the Committee of 
Selection, whether during the current 
session any Member of the House has 
asked to be excused serving on a Private 
Bill Committee on the ground of his 
private profession, business, or avocation ; 
and whether any Member has been ex- 
cused on that ground. 


Q 
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Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Wat- 


ford): The answer to both questions 
is in the affirmative. 


SROOKES ENDOWED SCHOOLS. 
SHEFFIELD. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he can explain why the Crookes 
Endowed School, Sheffield, received no 
income from endowment during the 
year ending 31st March, 1899. 


*THE PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grirritu Bos- 
CAWEN, Kent, Tunbridge): I have been | 
asked by the Vice-President to answer 
this question as Charity Commissioner. | 
According to the accounts rendered to 
the Charity Commissioners for the year 
ending 31st March, 1899, the school 
received a sum of £84 Os. 7d. from en- 
dowment. 


CHARITY COMMISSIONER’S ANNUAL 
REPORT. 
Sir WALTER FOSTER: I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for the Tunbridge 
Division of Kent, as representing the 
Charity Commissioners, whether the 
Charity Commissioners can give in their 
annual Reports, in addition to the lump | 
sum realised by the sale of the real pro- | 
perty of charities, a statement of the 
number of acres of land sold during the 
year, with the number of acres situated | 
in rural and urban districts respectively. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: The 
Commissioners will be glad to aecede 
to the request of the hon. Member, but 
us so much of the present year has 
elapsed it cannot be done in the next 
annual Report. 


JUTBUILDINGS FOR IRISH LIVE 
STOCK. 

Mr. MORRIS (Galway): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention | 
has been called to the prosecution: in- | 
stituted by the sanitary authorities in 
Ireland against people in the congested | 
districts for keeping during severe | 
weather cows or other animals in their | 
dwellings ; and whether, in view of the | 
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| fact that these people are owing to their: 
poverty unable themselves to build 
| proper sheds and outhouses, he will 
recommend the Congested Districts. 
| Board to give them assistance to do so. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
|} LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I am 
not aware that prosecutions have been 
instituted by sanitary authorities as 
stated. Under improvement schemes 
carried out on estates of the Congested 
Districts Board, and in other places in 
the congested districts through the 
medium of parish committees, the Board 
has given limited assistance to small 
occupiers in order to encourage the 
building of onthouses and the removal of 
cattle from their dwelling-houses. — It is. 
open to the small occupiers in the con- 
gested districts, generally, to apply to 
the Board for a grant to be administered 
by a parish committee, but the funds set 
aside for the purpose this year have: 
already been appropriated. 


STRANGFORD DISPENSARY D1STRICT.. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the attention of the Local Government 
Board for Ireland has been called to the 
need which exists for a branch dispensary 
at Dunsford, in the Strangford Dispen- 
sary district, county Down ; whether the 
Board is aware that the sick poor of 
Dunsford are obliged to travel to Bally- 
culter, a distance of five miles, to obtain 
medical necessaries; and whether steps 
will be taken to oblige the guardians of 


|the Downpatrick Union to establish the 


branch dispensary referred to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter has 
been before the Board of Guardians for 


|some time past, and on the 22nd June 


they gave directions for the establishment 


| of a dispensary at Dunsford. 


IRISH CONVENT NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he ean state at 
what rate per head on the average 
attendance in each case was the bulk sum 
paid to the conductors of convent national 
schools last year calculated ; does this bulk 
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sum include or exclude the residual capi-{ in the affirmative. The whole question 
tation grant payable to all schools under | of compensation for malicious injury was 
the Education Act of 1892; whether he | carefully considered at the time of the 
has observed that, in Memorandum, | passing of the Local Government Act, 
page 30, the insertion of the bulk sum is | _and the law deliberately changed to meet 
mentioned as a clerical error due to in-| an acknowledged grievance. The best 
experience of clerks; whether he wili| form of inquiry, namely, of hearing be fore 
ascertain who was responsible for the | the county court judge with an appeal, is 
error in this case; and whether any already secured, and no change in the 
responsible official in the National Educa- | law is contemplated. 
tion Office checks such work. 
Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: A Return is in| Gentleman aware that in many cvs 
preparation showing for convent schools | the burning is not at all malicious ? 
the rate per pupil paid and the average 
attendance on which paid in each case.; *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
The Return will be communicated to the | is discussing the answer. 
hon. Member when received. The bulk | 
sum paid as a temporary measure in lieu WICKLOW NATIONAL SCHOULS— 
of the capitation grant included the | DELAYED SUPPLIES OF REQUISITES 


equivalent of the residual grant in each Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ease. The bulk sums paid were subject, ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


»wever, to rectification. Thi ‘ ; , 
. ae on, 1a greece Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
of revision and rectification of the bulk . , 
re - ik saee . - aware that at a recent meeting of the 
sums is now in progress. The insertion rea . ss 
. : tid county Wicklow national school teachers 
of the bulk sum was not the error, but |. J A : 
or iat rs it was stated in a resolution passed by the 
the omission to strike out the reference é : i : 
mee | meeting that arrears of books and requi- 
to capitation. : = nape : ; Se 
sites for periods ranging from fifteen 
months to a week were still due to most 
MALICIOUS BURNING OF HEATHER of the teachers present ; that several of 
IN CO. WICKLOW. the teachers had received books they had 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, not ordered, and which were useless, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | instead of books that had been ordered 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether and paid for, and which were needed ; 
he is aware that since the Local Govern-| and that many of the articles ordered 
ment (Ireland) Act came into operation | had not been delivered nor the orders 
there has been a considerable increase in | acknowledged ; and whether he would 
the number of claims for alleged mali-| draw the attention of the Board of Edu- 
cious burning of mountain heather | cation to these complaints with a view 
(including a recent claim by Colonel | to having them inquired into. 
Heighington, of Donard, county Wick- 
low), and for other alleged malicious) Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; the hon. 
injuries to property; whether he has | Member has been good enough to send me 
read the judgment of Chief Baron Palles, a newspaper report of the proceedings 
at the recent Monaghan Assizes in | at the meeting referred to. I observe, 
reversing two decisions of the county | | however, that the names of the teachers 
court judge, one of which was a claim for | who made these complaints are not given. 
£450; and whether he will order an/| In order to identify the requisitions and 
inquiry into the increase of such claims to facilitate inquiry it is desirable that 
with a view to an alteration of the law | particulars of the names of the teachers 
under which they are made. /and their schools should be supplied, and 


| 
ee ‘ if this is done the matter will be fully 
Mr. WYNDHAM : Compens ation was | investigated by the Commissioners. 


not obtainable under the Grand Jury | 
Acts for malicious injuries to mountain | 
heather as it is now under the Local | BALLINAKILL TOWNLANDS. 

Government Acts. The answer to the | Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
second question in the first paragraph is| ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Q2 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the condition of 
the sixty-two tenants living on one town- 
land in the Ballinakill electoral division 
of Mount Bellew rural district ; whether 
he is aware that the sixty-two tenants 
are existing on land valued at £227, or 
about £3 10s. for each family ; and, seeing 
that there are grazing lands in this 
division valued at £1,840, whether the 


Government intend to take any steps to | 


enlarge the holdings of these tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Congested 
Districts Board will be prepared to con- 
sider the question of purchasing the lands 
referred to in the second paragraph, for 
the purpose mentioned, if the owner 
offers to sell them to the Board. 


SLIGO FINANCES. 


Mr. M‘KILLOP (Sligo, N.): I beg to | 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can say 
when the Provisional Order fixing the 
financial relations between the Sligo 
Urban District and the Sligo County 
Council comes into operation, and can he 
state to what extent it will be retrospec- 
tive in its operation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The Bill confirming 


the Provisional Order received the Royal | 


Assent on Friday last. It will be retro- 
spective to the extent set forth in the 
Order. 


CASTLEBALDWIN NATIONAL SCHOOL. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.):. I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland will he state the 
cause of the delay in sanctioning the 
grant promised over a year ago by the 
Commissioners of Education towards the 
erection of new national schools in 
Castlebaldwin, county Sligo; and 
whether, taking into consideration the 
condition of the Cladhogue and Greyfort 
schools, which the new ones are intended 
to replace, and which have been con- 
demned by the medical officer of the 
district as dangerous to the health of the 
pupils, he will bring pressure to bear on | 
the Commissioners with the view of ; 
having this grant sanctioned at once. | 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The cease was} 


delayed for some time owing to the fact | 
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\that no funds were available, and the 
_cause of delay was duly explained. The 
| application was considered by the Com- 
| missioners at their meeting on Tuesday, 
| the 16th July, when a grant was sanc- 
tioned, and the decision of the Board has 
since been communicated to the applicant. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
LONGFORD UNION. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Provisional Order in respect of the 
| scheme for building additional labourers’ 
cottages in Longford Union, recently in- 
quired into, has yet been issued, and 
|if so, how soon can the tenders for build- 
| ing in unopposed cases be taken. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The issue of this 
' Provisional Order only awaits the settle- 
| ment of certain questions connected with 
|the arrangement of sites, in respect of 
| which the Local Government Board is in 
| correspondence with the district council. 
, Contracts for the erection of the cottages 
‘cannot be entered into until the Order 
_ becomes absolute, which will not be until 
_a month has elapsed after the publication 


| of the Order. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: In how many 
cases of sites has difficulty arisen ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : If the hon. Member 
_will give me notice I will communicate 
| with him. 


| 


LABOURERS ACTS PROVISIONAL 

| ORDERS. 

| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
'the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
‘tenant of Ireland can he state when 
‘the Provisional Order for the erection 
‘of additional cottages urider the 
Labourers Acts will be issued in the case 
‘of unopposed applications; will this 
Order be confirmed during the present 
' session ; and how soon will it be possible 


to take tenders to erect these houses. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have written to 
the hon. Member asking him to state 
to what Union this question refers. 
Upon receipt of this information I shall 
be in a position to ascertain when the 
Order will be issued. 
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OVERCROWDED EXCURSION {| Mr. DUFFY: But this is a matter 
STEAMERS—THE “ SLIEVE BERNAGH.” | of vital interest to the district. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to, 
ask the President of the Board of Trade) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will ask 
if his attention has been called to the | the Board of Works in Dublin to look 
overcrowding of the Bangor steamer jnto it. 
‘‘Sleve Bernagh” (the property of 
ama - a. ee BARRACKS CONTRACTS IN IRELAND. 
15th July last, as well as on various Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
other occasions during the year, and tary of State for War whether he can 
whether he will take steps to prevent specify the particulars of the alleged 
such overcrowding in future and secure default of the contractor, Michael Dalton, 
the safety of passengers. for artificer’s work in Boyle, Carrick, 
and Sligo Barracks, which led to his 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Neither contract being cancelled; whether he 
the Board of Trade nor its local officers can state in which barrack the default 
have received any complaints with regard occurred; and how was his attention 
to the alleged overcrowding of the steam- | drawn to it. 
ship ‘‘ Slieve Bernagh,”’ and the owners 
inform me that careful precautions Lord STANLEY: The contract was 
are taken to prevent more persons being cancelled on the recommendation of 
carried than the Board of Trade certificate the General Officer Commanding the 
allows. Forces in Ireland. I am not prepared 
to give any particulars. 


KINVARA HARBOUR. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to CURRAGH BEER CONTRACTS 
ask the President of the Board of Trade est ae ; 
whether his attention has been called Mr. DELANY (Queen s Co., Ossory) : 
to the state of Kinvara harbour, county I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Galway, the entrance to which is blocked War whether he is aware that the Burton 
by heaps of mud, so that vessels have | Brewery Company has the entire con- 
been obliged to remain a fortnight out tr@ct for supplying the troops at the 
at anchor until a high tide takes them CUrtagh with ale and stout in wood 
to the quay, 200 yards distant ; and, and bottle, and Irish whisky, and 
having regard to the fact that Kinvara whether he will state why the contract 
and the surrounding districts, apart W@S, ven out of Ireland, and what 
from the fishing industry, carry on an official is responsible. 
export trade of wheat and barley; and 
in view of the importance to these dis- 
tricts of proper harbour accommodation, 
he will cause inquiry to be made, so that 
whoever is responsible shall be obliged 
to effect the necessary improvement. 


Lord STANLEY: I am not aware 
of the circumstances referred to. The 
matter rests entirely with the General 
Officer Commanding the district. 


_ Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Ihave no|  RISH PRONUOE I, PNGHSH 
information as to the condition of Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): 1 


Kinvara Harbour. So far as I can ‘ 

ascertain, there is no harbour authority beg to ask the President of the Board of 

responsible for the maintenance of the | Agriculture whether he is aware that 
superior quality Irish beef, mutton, 


harbour. I will communicate the hon. | 
Member’s question to the Irish Govern- , 5@¢on, and butter are not sold as such 
went. onthe English markets, while home and 
| foreign products of inferior quality are 
Mr. DUFFY: Will the right hon. | sold as Irish; is he aware that un- 
Gentleman institute an inquiry ? | branded bacon is sold in some of the 
establishments in the City as Irish, in 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Not on_| view of the fact that Irish bacon curers 
the information at present before me. | brand every piece; and will he state 
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whether inspectors under the Food and{ *Mr. HANBURY: These Committees 
Drugs Act have prosecuted in any cases | are judicial, and so long as all the facts 
of the kind within the past year; and, | are properly placed before them it is not 
if so, will he state the number and the/ necessary, nor would it be right, to 
punishment inflicted ; and, if not, what | attempt to nicely balance the import- 
steps he proposes to take. |ance of the various industries affected 
| by giving them a proportionate repre- 
*Mr. HANBURY: To sell home and | sentation on the Committee itself. I 
foreign products as Irish would of course | quite admit, however, the importance of 
be an infringement of the Merchandise | the salt butter trade, and I have ap 
Marks Acts. But in the only case named | pointed an additional member closely con- 
by the hon. Member it is impossible to | nected with it. The hon. Member does 
say that bacon cannot be Irish because | not appear to be aware that the chairman 
it is unbranded. Inspectors under the | of the Cork butter market is already a 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act have no| member. 
power to prosecute under the Merchan- 
dise Marks Acts, the onus of prosecution; Mr. J. P. FARRELL: What is the 
generally resting upon the person) name of the additional member ap- 
aggrieved. The Board of Agriculture | pointed ? 
can, however, prosecute in special and | 
typical cases. Since 1896 there have) *Mr. HANBURY: Mr. Hickey, a large 
been twenty - four such prosecutions, | dealer in this kind of butter in Man- 
details of which are given in the annual | chester. 
Report of the Board dealing with this | 
branch of their business. ! 
| -KINVARA POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 
Mr. CULLINAN: Are not the state-/ Mp, DUFFY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
ments contained in my question exactly tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
correct ? Seeing that this matter is; postmaster General, whether he is aware 
under the right hon. Gentleman’s con- | that the town of Kinvara. county Gal- 
trol, will he not investigate the matter ? way, with a population of close on’ 2,000 
eit _. |inhabitants, has at present only one 
*Mr. HANBURY : I must have specific | daily mail delivery, although the town 
cases before me. I cannot make a roving } of Gort, four miles distant, has a morning 
snquiry. and mid-day delivery; and whether, 
having regard to the sea fishing industry 


i 3 carried on at Kinvara, he will institute 
ee ee | inquiries with a view of having the same 


IRISH REPRESENTATION. ‘sey ‘ ; 
facilities accorded to it as Gort. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County: | 
S.): I beg to ask the President of the/) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Board of Agriculture whether his atten-/The Postmaster General will cause in- 
tion has been called to a resolution re-| quiry to be made as to the practicability 
cently passed at a meeting of the Cork! of improving the postal service to Kin- 
Butter Exporters’ Association, calling | vara, County Galway; and the result 
on the Government to place one or two shall be communicated to the hon. 
members of their body directly repre-| Member as soon as possible. 
sentative of the southern butter factory 
trade on the Departmental Committee | . 
appointed to avis into and report on | mu, Ja 
the fixing of the standard of water in) Mr. EDWARD BARRY: I beg to 
butter; and whether, having regard ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
to the representation of the creamery | representing the Postmaster General, 
interest, steps will be taken to adjust the | whether any decision has yet been arrived 
balance of representation affecting the at regarding the transit of the day mail 
factory and creamery systems, so as to/from Clonakilty to Rosscarbery ; and, 
equally safeguard the milk and butter , if not, will steps be taken to bring about 

producers identified with both systems, | this postal reform in that district. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | proper machinery for carrying out 
The Postmaster General has not yet been | delicate and difficult questions of medical 
able to arrive at a decision as regards | research. The prevalence and increase 
the transit of the day mail from Clona- of this disease is occupying every medical 
kilty to Rosscarbery. The matter is | mind over the whole of the civilised world, 
still under consideration, and the result | and I do not think the appointment of a 
shall be communicated to the hon. | Commission would either aid or stimulate 
Member as soon as possible. ‘inquiry. Before any grant of public 
| money could be made by the Government 
EDUCATION-—MINUTE OF 3rp JULY. |! aid of research they would have to be 

rca a mt assured that such an unusual course 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to | would have satisfactory results. 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if, | F 
having regard to the fact that the time | Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle 
for which the Minute of the Board of | man prepared to provide funds for such 
Education is laid upon.the Table expires | an inquiry? 

he | quiry 
this week, he will give an assurance that 
the Minute will not be acted upon until | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That wouid be 
the House has had an opportunity of | dangerous proposal for any Govern- 
discussing it. | ment to make. 


THe FIRST LORD oF THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
E.): I hope an opportunity will be found) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
to-morrow, as I suggested on Friday last. | (Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury what will be the 
Mr. WHITLEY: May I ask if the business to-morrow and on Thursday. 
right hon. Gentleman will put it in| There is a strong feeling on this side of 
front of the Third Reading of the Educa-|the House that ample time should be 


tion Bill ? \allowed for the discussion of the Educa- 
em . , |tion Bill to-morrow. There is no dis- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I do not think | position to delay unduly the Third Reading 


res sag be seo _ necessary OF of the Bill, but hon. Members are some- 
rs soy dea I = not on eye 18 any’ what alarmed at the prospect of other 
great desire for a prolonged discussion | },,siness being interposed. 

on the Third Reading of the Education | y a _ 
Bill, and, if it is kept within reasonable; fp 4. J. BALFOUR: I had intended 
limits, there will be ample time to deal | 4, put two or three small Bills, which 


with the Minute. are really uncontroversial, before the 
Education Bill, but as the right hon. 
TREATMENT OF CANCER. Gentleman looks with some suspicion 


_upon that moderate proceeding, I will take 
the Education Bill first. If, as I hope, 
at a recent gathering of the fovea | discussion on the Education Bill is 
s >| brought to a conclusion by half-past six 

delegates to the Tuberculosis Congress : ) * 
> ~*~ or seven o'clock, there will be ample time 


reference was made to cancer as the one lao dig: demandes ak Shee Nitanbe aclaah 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First Lord 


per Rates Agere o : : 
other disease which has up till now IT shall put down as the second Order. 


baffl d ] 2] i re i ze 1 * = 
ed the scientific and medical men of | The business for Thursday will be the 


the world ; and whether, in view of the | y.74] Works Bill and, I hope, the Military 
increase of this disease, he will consider Cisko 1k and ati eaamnen : 


‘the advisability of the appointment of a 


Commission or Committee to inquire’ Mr. WHITLEY: May I ask the First 
what steps can be taken for aiding Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
research into the cause, cure, and pre- | put down the Education Minute in the 
vention of this disease. form of a resolution, instead of leaving 
‘it to be discussed on the Education 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot Estimates? A resolution would not in- 
believe that a Commission would be the volve a question of want of confidence in 














41] Agricultural Rates Act, 


the Government, and the House would | 
have a free hand. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Govern- | 
ment would not take a less grave view of | 
any action against the Education Depart- | 
ment than they would of a reduction of | 
the Minister's salary. 

Mr. WHITLEY : Then are we to under- | 
stand that the followers of the right hon. | 
Gentleman will not be free to express their | 
opinions ? 

| 
[No answer was returned. ] | 





PUBLIC WORKS LOANS’ [REMISSION ! 


DEBTS]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the Remission of certain Debts and Fees 
in pursuance of any Act of the present 
session relating to local loans (King’s 


Recommendation signified), to-morrow. | 


—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL AND FACTORY 
AND WORKSHOP ACTS CONSOLIDA- 


TION BILL, CONSOLIDATED INTO 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION 
BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 


mittee on Trade, etc., with Amendments. | 


Report to lie upon the Table and to 
be printed. [No. 291.] 


Minutes of Preceedings to be printed. 
[No. 291.] 

Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 277.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE KING. 
GRANT TO EARL ROBERTS. 

Mr. A. J. BALFour, at the Bar, 
acquainted the House that he had a 
Message from His Majesty the King, 
signed with His Majesty‘s own hand, 
and he presented the same to the House, 
and it was read by Mr. Speaker (all the 
Members of the House being uncovered), 
and is as followeth :— 


Epwarp Rex. 
“His Majesty, taking into con- 
sideration the eminent services ren- 


} 
' 
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dered by Field Marshal Earl Roberts. 
of Kandahar, K.G., K.P., G.C.B,, 
G.C.S.I., G.C.LE., V.C., Commander- 
in-Chief of His Majesty’s forces during 
the war in South Africa, and being. 
desirous in recognition of such services 
to confer upon him some signal mark 
of His favour, recommends to His 
faithful Commons that he should be 
enabled to grant Earl Roberts the 
sum of one hundred thousand pounds. 


Ordered, That His Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Message be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 





AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 


[SECOND READING. } 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed,. 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey): 1 wish to draw 
attention to the Reports and evidence 
of the Royal Commission on Local 
Taxation. I regard those documents 
‘as of the most supreme importance, 
and therefore I would ask the House to 
| bear with me for a brief period while 
I’ allude to the incidents which gave 
rise to the appointment of the Com- 
‘mission, and while I deal with some 
of the evidence placed before it. I do 
‘not intend to criticise in any carping 
spirit the work of the Commission. I 
rather wish to emphasise the peculiar 
‘character of its Report. Hon. Gentle- 
/men who were Members of the House in 
/ 1896 will well remember the stirring 
events of that period, and will not 
forget that, owing to the strenuous 
opposition offered to the Bill then intro- 
‘duced, it was deprived of its permanent 
character. But by the present Bill, I 
'venture to assert, the Government is. 
reviving the situation which existed in 
/1896 in a much more aggravated form, 
‘because during the interval which has 
‘since elapsed it has expended, rightly or 
‘wrongly, necessarily or unnecessarily, 
large sums of money, and has found it 
requisite to raise increased taxation 
by placing duties upon the food of the 
agricultural labourer who works om 
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the land, the owners and occupiers of 
which are to be subsidised under this 
Bill. During the debates in 1896 the 
Government agreed to introduce a time 
limit, and also promised to appoint a 


Commission to deal with the whole ques- | 


tion of taxation upon real and personal 
property. That Commission was after- 
wards nominated. I have never made 
the confession before, but deep down in 
my heart and mind I have cherished | 
the hope that, having taken an active | 
part in the debates in opposition to the | 
Bill, and having always felt a great 
interest in rating matters, I would 
have been selected for the honour of a! 
seat on that Commission. When, how- | 
ever, the names of the Commission were | 
published, [ can only say that I read | 
the names of the Commissioners with a 


feeling, shared, I believe, by Members 
on both sides of the House, of dismay 


almost approaching to despair. I do | 
not think that any impartial ame 
could say that the Commission was 
a well-balanced body, and I venture | 
to assert, without wishing to impugn | 
the rectitude or honour ‘of any indi-| 


vidual member, that it was a! 
biased and one-sided Commission. | 
The centre of gravity inclined very 


strongly towards one school of thought. 
One would certainly have expected that 
in selecting a body of gentlemen to deal 
with this important question care 
would be taken that the two conflicting 
interests should receive fairly equal | 
representation. One would have thought | 
that the precedent of the Licensing Com- | 
mission would have been followed, so that | 
of fifteen Members five might have repre- | 
sented the agricultural and land interests, 
and five the urban and commercial 
interests, while the remaining five were | 
neutral gentlemen possessing scientific, 
expert, and technical knowledge of the 
subject under review. A Commission so 
selected would have equally represented, 

if | may so describe them, the aristocracy, | 
the democracy, and the bureaucracy. 
There was not, I believe, one single com- 
mercial man on that Commission. In 
my judgment there was only one member 
who might fairly be considered as a repre- 
sentative of the town and urban classes, 
namely, Mr. James Stuart, a late member 


of this House, and a gentleman of great 
authority on rating matters, whose shoe- 





{29 Jury 1901} 


|they euphemistically 





1896, Continuance Bill. 414 


latchet very few of us are worthy to 
unloose. It will probably be said that 
there were two town clerks on the Com- 
mission. Yes, but whence did they hail ¢ 
; They were very judiciously and carefully 
selected. One was the town clerk otf 
Liverpool—the most reactionary, or, at 
all events, the most extremely Tory 
corporation in the United Kingdom— 
who during the existence of the Com- 
mission was nominated to be clerk of the 
| county council of Lancashire. He signed 
‘the Majority Report with Sir John 
Hibbert, the Chairman of the Lancashire 
County Council, and it would have been 
a very singular occurrence if the clerk 
and the chairman of a county council had 
| signed different Reports. The other was 
the town clerk of Birmingham. Bir- 
' mingham is a city not entirely dissociated 
from the name of the right hon. Gentle- 
,/man_ the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies; it is the home of Liberal 
Unionism. What Liberal Unionism is I 
never could make out. It appears to 
be the creed of those who designate them- 
selves by the name of one political party, 
while they profess the opinions and 
pursue the policy of another. Both of 
these gentlemen, honourable as they are, 
were placed in a most invidious and un- 
fortunate position, in which neither of 
them could have that perfect freedom of 
action which it is so desirable that 
members of such Commissions should 
enjoy. All the more honour, therefore, 
to Mr. Orford Smith, the town elerk ot 
Birmingham, that he has, in his order 
_and reservation to the Majority Report,. 
come as near to anathematising the prin- 
ciples of the Rating Bill as it was possible 
for him to do. One ean judge of the 
leanings of that Commission by the fact 
that in the Majority Report they quote 
and cite the opinion of the late Professor 
Sidgwick, thereby giving it their im- 
primatur that agricultural land was 





deserving of differential treatment, that 


if was equitable that it should obtain what 
called ** classifica- 
tion,’ because in 1846 its owners lost the 
advantage which protective duties on 
corn gave them. Just as much it might 
have been said that because the owners: 
of property throughout the country were 
no longer able to buttress their revenues. 
by the taxation of the food of the people,. 
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they should have a large part of their rate 
paid out of Imperial funds. 

I have recited these facts to lead up to 
the remarkable result which occurred not- 
withstanding the leaning and bias of the 
Commission. We see a_ re-enactment, 
with a slight difference, of a drama 
played in days of old, when a certain 
prophet in the Old Testament, who was 
called upon to curse the invaders of his 
country, blessed them. Here you have a 
Commission practically nominated to 
bless the principle of the Rating Bill, and 
it has come as near to condemning it as 
possible. There seems to be a general 
idea—for which I blame the newspapers, 
because they published synopses of the 
Report before they had had time carefully 
to digest it—that the Local Taxation Com- 
mission has accredited the principle of the 
Rating Bill. They had done nothing 
of the kind; they have entirely discre- 
dited it. The scheme they suggest is of a 
totally different character from the one 
enshrined in the Act, amounting 
almost to a negation of it. There is not 
one word from the beginning to the end 
of the Report which endorses the action 
of the Government in bringing in this 
permanent Bill of theirs, or supports 
the permanent re-enactment of the prin- 
ciple and the policy of these Rating Bills. 

I turn for a few moments to the evi- 
dence given before the Commission. 
That evidence and the Reports prove up 
to the hilt all the arguments and conten- 
tions advanced from this side of the 
House against the Rating Bill. We 
pointed out the terrible severity with 
which rates fell on the towns; we de- 
scribed the infinitely greater burden of 
the rates in municipalities and urban 
districts as compared with the country. 
One cannot specialise in a Second Reading 
speech, but certainly a large part of the 
evidence and a great deal of one of the 
Reports entirely bears out those argu- 


ments. J refer to the Hamilton-Murray 
Report; the Majority Report is dis- 
creetly silent on this point. We 
alleged that the already existing 


inequalities between town and country 
would be aggravated and accentuated 


by this Bill. That also has been 
proved. I will take the two counties 


of Rutland and Westmoreland. The 
county of Rutland has an assessable 
value per head of the population of 
Mr. George Whiteley. 
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!£7 6s., and Westmoreland of £6 16s, 
' Rutland, before the passing of the Rating 
Act, received from Imperial sources 
6s. 8d., and has since received an addi- 
tional sum of 3s. 6d. per head of the popu- 
lation, making in all 10s. 2d. West- 
'moreland, before the passing of the Act, 
|received 5s. 7d., and under the Act it 
received an additional 2s. 3d., making 
‘in all 7s. 10d. Passing to the boroughs, 
‘I take first the city of Leeds. The 
assessable value per head of the popula- 
j tion is £3 15s., and the amount received 
from Imperial sources is 2s. 10d. I ask 
| the House to note the mocking inversion 
of the two amounts: Rutland received 
10s. 2d., while Leeds receives 2s. 10d. 
The hon. and learned Member for the 
Stretford Division will probably say that 
| in the case of the towns it really does not 
matter whether it is 2s. or 10s. The 
town of Oldham has an assessable value 
of £3 14s. ner head, and receives 2s. 7d. 
Birmingham has an assessable value 
of £3 13s. per head, and receives only 2s. 
Gateshead has an assessable value of £3 
per head, and receives 2s. 4d. The 
Government has obtained its majority 
on a war policy, and it is using that 
majority to keep the towns harnessed to 
the chariot wheels of the land. A large 
number of county boroughs receive from 
9s. 6d. to 3s. 6d., while the counties 
obtain between 5s. and 6s. When hon. 
Members opposite defend this Act before 
their constituents they will have to show 
the justice of these inequalities. 

But not only does the Act increase 
the inequalities between town and 
country, but it likewise accentuates and 
perpetuates inequalities between rich 
and poor unions in the counties them- 
selves. I will take three instances of 
that. The Union of Billsdon has an 
assessable value of £9 per head of the 
population, and it receives 4s. 4d. from 
Imperial sources, of which 1s. 7d. 18 
under the Rating Act. The Union ol 
Penzance obtains Is. 3d. altogether, of 
which 6d. only is under the Rating Act. 
The Union of Oldham receives 8}d., of 
-which the large sum of a halfpenny 18 
under the Rating Act. The hon. Member 
‘for Oldham, on the opposite side of the 
' House, has recently had some correspor 

‘dence in regard to the Rating Act. His 
constituents and himself do not see eye 
to eye in this matter. Not being able 
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to convince them by the hard logic of | Gentleman not take the case of a shop in 
facts, the hon. Member made an incursion | a town or some small business premises 
into military metaphor to push home | at £40 or £50 a year? Why did he not 
his argument, and he said, “ Why, if | take the case of a man who had invested 
there is not hospital accommodation for | his savings in building cottages, whose 
all the injured, should not the ambulance | income was being gradually swallowed 
attend to the more grievously wounded ?”’ | up by increases in the rates. The right 
We are dealing with a rating question, | hon. Gentleman had no business in 
and I ask the hon. Member, who is the | making his calculation to introduce such 
more grievously wounded—the union | subsidiary details as profit and income. 
receiving 4s. 4d. per head of its popula-| Rates have always been assessed upon the 
tion, or his own union receiving 84d. 1! annual value of land, and the contention 
The towns who are rated at 6s. or 7s. in | has always been that rates upon all kinds 
the £, or the counties rated at 2s. 2d.?|of property should be proportionate. 
Ifthe hon. Member wants to indulge in | Whenever any consideration was given 
nilitary hyperbole I will give him a | to depressed industries it should be given 
better simile. The whole Army is|to all depressed industries, and any 
marching along, carrying its own bag- | attempt to reduce the burden should be 
gage. The privates are carrying three | made equal all round. About the year 
times as much as the officers. Under | 1886 were the days of bumper Budgets, 
this Bill you are dividing the burden of | and at that time it was pointed out that 
the officers, and distributing it equally | lean years might follow the fat years, and 
over the already over-burdened privates. | that then it might be necessary to make 
The rates throughout the counties are | good the difference. Perhaps it will be 
shown by this Report to be on the average | within the recollection of everybody that 
2, 23d. in the £. What an elysium the Government has had to increase taxa- 
for the poor towns! What are the rates tion considerably. The present Govern- 
in the large cities and towns? I have ment has now gained a great name 
afew details which I have received from throughout the country as a past master 
the town clerks of various places, and 1) in the art of increasing taxation. The 
would ask the House to compare them | amount of additional burden which they 
with the 2s. 23d. of the counties. Ports- have put upon the rates in order to raise 
mouth, 6s. 6d. ; Cardiff, 7s. ; Manches- this additional £2,000,000 is 3d. in the £. 
ter, 7s. 1d. ; Bradford, 7s. 2d. ; Leeds, | Every class of the community has been 
leicester, Hull, and Bristol, 7s. 3d. ;) made to contribute to this sum, and yet 
Birmingham—the Colonial Secretary | there is one class of the community which 
ilways transcends his colleagues—7s. 6d.; | receives the perennial consideration of the 
Nottingham, 7s. 8d. ; Sheffield, 7s. 10d. ;| Government. Whoever has to pay this 
Norwich, 8s. 9d.; and Southampton, | particular class has always a_ right. 

lls. Id. Taken generally, the average | according to the policy of the Govern- 
rates for the United Kingdom are 4s. 4d., | ment, to obtain relief. The doles neces- 
and in the counties 2s. 24d. From these | sary to make good these grants in relief 
figures the House will arrive at the con- | of the rates on land are paid by the tax- 
dusion that the rates in the boroughs | payers of this country, and the doles 
will average about 6s. in the £. The! under the Tithes Bill are levied upon the 
tight hon. Gentleman responsible for | ratepayers. They come out of the Local 

this Bill, in his First Reading speech, Taxation Fund. That money ought to 

‘dvaneed an argument which I may call | be distributed amongst the various 

jeune and puerile, and what a condition rating authorities of the country, while 

his armoury must have been in when the ratepayers have to make this dole to 

he had to use such a weapon. The | the clergy of the Church of England. A 

night hon. Gentleman took a parallel | large proportion of the ratepayers are 

case of a house and a farm at} Nonconformists. It is only since I have 

400 a year, and indulged in an_| joined the Liberal party that this fact has 

‘laborate calculation. He introduced | been brought home to me, for I have 

ill sorts of other factors, including income | seen the noble self-sacrificing work which 

and profit, which have nothing whatever | the Nonconformists are doing, and have 

to do with it. Why did the right hon. | been doing for the past generation. [ 
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cannot understand the frame of mind of land which is best able to pay, and not 
any hon. Gentleman who will argue that |the waste land of Essex and Dorset 
a Nonconformist, paying rates of perhaps | This Bill is founded upon the principle 
6s. or 7s. in the £., who is maintaining | that “ unto him that hath shall be given,” 
his own religion and contributing to the | The poor land is to be sent empty away. 
stipend of his own minister, and keeping | while the rich land 1s to have the larger 
in order the fabric of his church or portion. If you are accurate in the 
chapel, should contribute one tittle to | argument that agricultural land is over. 
buttress up the revenues of a Church | burdened, then you are geing about the 
which he does not believe in. We were wrong way to remedy it. Local taxation 
told at the outset that this Bill was one to |js local, and the rates are expended 
relieve distressed agriculture. ‘locally, but if in making up the amount 
The right hon. Member for Sleaford, |of money which is required any par- 
speaking in support of the Agricultural ticular class are over-burdened, then 
Rates Act, 1896, said that the relief | some others must escape what they ought 
would be greatest where the distress was_ to have paid. 
most severe, and this Bill pretends to be| I will not labour that point any longer, 
one for the relief of distressed agriculture. | and I will now come to the vexed question 
But it is nothing of the kind. I will take | as to whether the landlord or the farmer 
the two counties of Suffolk and Durham. | will be relieved. If hon. Members oppo- 
Suffolk has 75 per cent. more acreage site are right in their contention on this 
than Durham, and receives only 4 per point, it brings them no nearer. Hovw- 
cent. more. There is another instance ever large our sympathies may be with 
which I have taken from the recent the farmer, our great argument is that 
Report which has been issued. I refer to | you have no business to select any one 
the case of the West Riding of Yorkshire | particular class of ratepayers and afford 
and Essex and Dorset. After subtract- | all the relief to that class to the exclusion 
ing from the West Riding of Yorkshire | of all others. This relief is bound to go 
the towns it is about equal to the acreage to the landlords. Rates are, and always 
of the counties of Essex and Dorset. As | have been, inseparable and indivisible, 
hon. Members well know, there is no and anything that tends to permanently 
more prosperous district than the West reduce the amount of rates musty tend 
Riding of Yorkshire, whilst Essex and | to increase the letting or selling value 
Dorset are poor agricultural counties. | of the land. The Chancellor of the 
And yet the West Riding of Yorkshire Exchequer says: ‘‘ Prove your con- 
receives 10 per cent. more under the tention; place before me one instance 
Rating Bill than the combined counties of the landlord having obtained this 
of Essex and Dorset. I will refer hon. | relief... ! may remind hon. Members 
Members to the evidence on page 118 of | that the landlord does not announce in 
the Local Taxation Commission Report, the papers when he intends to inerease 
for if they will not believe me perhaps | his rents in consequence of this Act. In 
they will believe the hon. Member who | 1896, and for many years previous to 
sits for Basingstoke, and Messrs. Sancroft, | that date, you could not pick up a news- 
Holmes, and Davies. But in the middle paper about Lady Day without reading 
of the debate on the Rating Bill of 1896 | of numerous instances of remissions and 
the tune was changed. It was then | abatements in rents, amounting to 10, 
said to be not a measure for the | 15, and 20 per cent. How many do we 
relief of distressed agriculture, but a!see now? Are they so frequent as they 
measure of justice to an over-rated class. | were five years ago? Is there one case 
What is the chorus and the refrain which | now where there were twenty before the 
runs through the whole Report? It is| passing of this Act ¢ Hon. Members 
that ability to pay is the great touchstone | opposite know full well that there is not, 
of the severity and burden of the rate. | for a stop has now been put to them by 
What class of property is able to pay | this Act. The right hon. Member for 
better than another? Surely it is the ; Sleaford told us that farming was in such 
rich, highly-rented land in the vicinity | a terrible state that relief was absolutely 
of urban communities which has the necessary to save the farmers from Tull. 
value of £3 or £4 per acre. That is the | It did not seem to occur to the right hov- 


Mr. George Whiteley. 
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Gentleman that rents were everywhere 
io high, and this was testified to by the 
evidence given before the Commission. In 
how many cases has rate reduction taken 
the place of rent reduction? The eco- 
ymic law is too strong for hon. 
Members opposite, and they know full 
yell that this rating relief is bound to find | 
its way into the pockets of the landlords. 
With regard to the Reports of the 
Taxation Commission, I will take the 
Majority Report, which was not signed 
by thirteen commissioners, as was stated, | 
but by twelve, and even three out of the | 
twelve made reservatious which practi- 
ally neutralised their signatures. The 
Majority Report is voluminous without | 
king luminous. It is a piece of involved 
and cumbrous special pleading, and full 
of pretty platitudes. It is the Report of | 
an advocate and not of a judge. The | 
Hamilton-Murray Report is concise, con- 
erete, well defined, and well argued, and 
the plan adopted has a distinct form, and | 
is well expressed in the letterpress in 
which it is described. There is a great 
deal of similarity about these Reports, 
and these really are the only two Reports 
with which it is necessary to deal. Both | 
Reports place before them the same goal. | 
though they attempt to reach it by dif- 
ferent routes. Both select certain ser- 
vices for which local expenditure is 
necessary, and both suggest increased 
State subvention in order to relieve the, 
ratepayer of this expenditure. The 
Majority Report maintains the old system 
of assigned revenues, with all its com- 
plicated machinery, and it proposes 
increased grants under fourteen different | 
headings. The Majority Report is only 
atinkering Report, and a piece of patch- | 
work which renders the last state of | 
affairs worse than the first. Even Mr. 
Goschen himself would not know his own 
child as it appears in the Majority Report. | 
The other Report boldly grapples with 
this difficulty. It does away entirely 
with the whole of these assigned revenues. 
All economists in this House will be glad 
to see the whole of this system of inter- 
cepted revenues entirely done away with, 
in order that the House of Commons 
may resume the power which it ought to 
have to control the finances of the 
country. The Hamilton-Murray Report 
suggests a direct State contribution to all 
those old services, which has to be fixed 
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in amount and remain constant for ten 
years. I prefer this Report, because | 
think it is excellent in every shape and 
form. It may be assumed that I am 
antagonistic to the boroughs, but that is 
not so. If any clear plan can be 
adopted which is workable and will apply 
all round, I assure hon. Members that 
I shall welcome it, and I shall not be- 
grudge the counties the extra amount 
which they would receive. With re- 
gard to agricultural land, the Majority 
Report suggests that it is inequitable 
that agricultural land should continue 
to pay the full rate, whilst the 
Hamilton-Murray Report says it should 
pay only one half. But who to 
find the balance? How is it to be 
made good? Who will have to be 
mulcted in order to make it good ? Not 
the State, and not the general taxpayer, 
but it is to be made good in the rating 
area in which that particular agricul- 
tural land is situated. That is a totally 
different scheme to the one which is now 
proposed. Such places as Manchester, 
Leeds, Liverpool, and London, have little 
or no interest in agriculture, for their 
interests are commercial, but they will 
have to provide the money to give relief 
in Essex, Dorset, and other counties. 
Your new plan is an entirely different 
one, and although it is objectionable, 
it is less objectionable than the scheme 
which is now proposed. I venture to say 
that this Report strikes a death-blow 
to the system of classification, because 
what will ensue? When you come to 
carry out the reform which is suggested 
in the Hamilton-Murray Report ; when 
by expending £1,500,000 you are able 
to relieve the county and borough rates— 
practically in the counties one half— 
when you come to deal with the balance, 
and place fifty per cent, of that on the 
shoulders of the other ratepayers in the 
counties, you will have such an outery 
that it will only then come home to you 
what a great injustice you are doing. 

I have talked with scores of hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House, and it is astonishing in the case 
of the most hard-shelled Tory to find 
what a reasonable, and fair-minded, and 
sane person he turns out. After de- 
scribing the grievances of the town to 
them they say, “ That is perfectly true, 
but there is a Commission sitting, and 


is 
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the Rating Bill is only a temporary 
expedient, and afterwards things will be 
levelled up.”’ If the Bill had been passed 
in the way in which it was introduced, 
this difficulty would never have arisen, 
If you had passed the Bill in its per- 
manent form, you would have bartered 
away your freedom, and when you 
desired to approach the complete re- 
adjustment of the matter, you would 
have found a rope round your neck, 
and you would not have been able to 
carry your Bill through the other House. 
I ask hon. Members to consider the 
figures which I have placed before the 
House, and I appeal to the Government 
to consider whether this term of four 
years is not very much too long. The 
only advantage that may be derived 
from it before four years are over, is 
that parties may have changed sides. 
It is all very well to say you must be 


loyal to your party, but there is some- | 


thing nearer and dearer involved than 
loyalty to party, and that is consideration 
for the positior, and the rights and 
interests of their own constituency. 
Your duty to your constituency ought 
to be dearer tojyou than loyalty to your 
party. Iam asking nothing unreason- 
able, for I only wish that the benefits 
accorded to the counties should be 
shared by all. This kind of legislation 
provokes a spirit of retaliation on the 
part of the towns. In conclusion, all I 
have to say is that as long as I remain 
a member of this House I shall always 
consider this kind of taxation a grave 
wrong to the people whom I represent. 
The Government have a great oppor- 
tunity. This vexed question of local 
taxation has exercised the minds and 
disturbed the judgment for a very long 
time. Now a solution is pointed out— 
a solution which is not costly, is not 
difficult, and except on one point is not 
controversial. Therefore I do press upon 
the Government and upon hon. Members 
on that side of the House that this solu- 
tion should be accepted, and that this 
matter should be undertaken without 
any delay. I can promise the Govern- 
ment that if they approach this great 
reform, this great readjustment in a 
spirit of fairness and equity and due 
consideration to the rights and interests 
of every class of ratepayers, and if they 
carry. as I hope they will, to a satisfactory 


Mr. George Whiteley. 
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conclusion this great evil of the differep. 
tial treatment of real and_ personal 
property in this country, they will haye 
done a great and good work, and future 
generations—aye, even generations of 
Liberals—will look back to it as an oasis 
of good in the vast desert of evil deeds, 
I beg to move the Amendment standing 
in my name. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) : I rise to second the Amendment 
of my hon. friend. It is difficult for 
many of us to be thankful for the small 
mercy which has been vouchsafed to us, 
and by which the Government has saved 
a discussion of two days. The Bill is 
now, we understand, not to be perpetual, 
It is to last only four years, because the 
Government say they are going to 
legislate on the whole of this great and 
important question. We may perhaps 
be pardoned for having a preliminary 
doubt as to whether the Government 
will undertake that duty within the 
next four years. They show no particu 
lar enthusiasm now when they have got 
this Report, which it has taken five years 
to compile. They show no particular 
enthusiasm to use it in promising only 
to bring in legislation in four years 
After our recent experience in the way 
they have dealt with the education 
question, where they have shown hope- 
less inability to deal with the larger 
questions and have brought in a series 
of small patchwork and partisan measures 
during the past six years, I think we 
may be pardoned if we compare what 
they are likely to do on the question of 
rating with what they have done on 
the question of education, and to say 
that we do not really expect that they 
will deal with this most vital question 
in the course of the next four years. 
But we have to discuss this question, 
and we have to act upon it a good deal 
as if they were going to legislate, and in 
discussing the Bill before the House 
we must consider what is the character 
of the legislation we shall have to expect 
if they act upon the same principles when 
they come to deal with the whole ques- 
tion as they are now acting upon in 
dealing with this lesser part of it. 
What are the assumptions on which 
the Bill is based? The assumptions 
are, we may assume, those on which 
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they will legislate in the larger ques- 
tio—first, that agricultural land de- 
serves special consideration and treat- 
ment owing to agricultural depres- 
sion; that agricultural land is pro- 
portionately heavier rated than other 
property ; that subventions can safely 
be given in increasing volume by the 
national exchequer with no definite 
security for economy, and no proof of 
special need in localities ; and that special 
national taxes can and ought to be set 
apart for the relief of local taxation. 
With every one of these assumptions 
most of us on this side of the House 
disagree, and we are bound strenuously 
to resist the Bill because we think it 
indicates the intention of the Govern- 
ment when they come to the larger 
question to legislate on the same prin- 
ciples. 
two of these assumptions. First of all 
there is the special claim of the agri- 
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cultivation. I suppose we may 
be told that, as the industry is 


depressed, at any rate this small gift—for 
small it is, spread over the whole country 
—is a solace to the agricultural industry, 
to break the fall and dull the edge of 
misery. If that is so, it applies quite as 
much to the industries of the towns. 
The agricultural industry is not alone 





I should like to deal with one or | 


depressed. I take the Yorkshire towns. 
Take Leeds, for instance. Fifteen years 
| ago there was a large flax industry in that 
town. There were thirty mills employ- 
ing between 2,000 and 3,000 persons. 
There are now three employing between 
200 and 300 hands. Has that industry 
not as much claim as the agricultural 
industry ? In the one case the result 
is due to Belgian competition, in 
the other to American. But where is 
the difference? Evervone knows the 
'condition of the Bradford woollen in- 
dustry for the last few vears. But these 





cultural industry on the ground that it | great towns do not come to Parliament 
18 depressed. That depression no One| whining for money from the National 
wishes to deny. There is no one but | Exchequer. They do not come asking 





regrets that while in the ebb and flow | 


of industry the prosperity of England 
has been advancing, the fortunes of its 
oldest industry have been declining ; 
but how does that constitute any claim 
upon the national purse? Does anyone 


say that the real effect of foreign com- | 


petition—the great cause which is in- 
juring the agricultural industry—can 
be stopped by a gift which amounts to 
only 1s. per acre on the average, taking 
England all over? You cannot dam 
back the great torrent of corn which is 
coming into this country from the un- 
limited fields of America and other parts 
of the world. But in the last few 
years since the Rating Act was passed 
we have been able to see how much 
more a slight change in the price of 
corn has been able to do for the agricul- 


tural industry than all the doles you | 


can give it in this Parliament. Since 
1895 the price of corn per imperial 
quarter has been rising steadily. In 1895 
it was 23s.; 1896, 26s.; 1897, 30s.; 
1898, 34s.; and in 1899 it fell somewhat, 
but not down to what it was in 1894-5. 
Everyone must agree that a rise in the 
price of corn has an infinitely greater 
effect on the prosperity of the agricultural 
industry than your small dole of 1s. 
The result has been a_ very 


ls. where, owing to the forces of nature 
|and inevitable competition, they have 
‘lost £1. They have too much of the spirit 


| 
| 


of self-help, and they help themselves 
'in the great towns. I think if it were 
| really the farmers who were coming hat 
| in hand for assistance we should be more 
'sorry for the future. But we do not 
| believe this movement has originated 
|among the farmers. But the demand of 
|the towns is justified as against the 
| country, because of the higher rates in 
'the towns. But the friends of the 
'agriculturists say it is true that the 
'rates are less in amount, but the pro- 
| portion levied on agricultural property 
‘is infinitely larger in the country districts. 
'In the Majority Report they quote an 
'amount of evidence on the subject. I 
| will quote one of these passages in order 


|to illustrate the point I wish to make. 


| Mr. Rew, lately secretary to the Chamber 


} 4 
| 


'of Agriculture, said—- 


| “JT am rated at £494, on a farm of 245 

acres, mixed husbandry, my profits last year 
} (1896) were less than £200, and I am sure 
' many farmers about me did worse. Messrs. R., 
| large corn millers, with about £4,000 worth of 
| modern milling machinery are rated at £537. 
| They have three 3-horse lorries always on the 
| road, drawing flour etc., made from foreign 
I have not 


| corn, besides odd horses and carts. 


large | one-twentieth of the road work, and not one- 


increase in the number of acres under | fifth of the income from the farm.” 
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He complained of his rating. It sounds 
a terrible hardship, but what is the real 
situation? In the case of mills and 
houses in towns, most of the assessment 
represents capital which is spent by the 
occupier, builder, or manufacturer. He 
creates almost the whole of the value— 
in most cases the greater part of the 
value which is taxed for local purposes. 
Therefore his rates are a very serious 
impediment indeed upon him when he 
has to pay on the capital which he puts 
into his business or houses. This is, of 
course, true to some extent of the farmer. 
It is true so far as it represents buildings 
and quite recent improvements, but 
most of the assessment represents the 
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value of land or ancient improvements | 


which are hardly distinguishable from it. 
The rate does not fall on the farmer, and 
it is admitted by practically every autho- 
rity that the rates on the land are in the 
nature of a rent-charge on the land. 
Perhaps the most definite and clear 
authority on that subject I should like to 
quote is Viscount Goschen. He said 
some years ago— 

‘It has been correctly held as an axiom that 
rates on land constitute a kind of rent-charge 
upon those lands for the benefit of the public. 
As Mr. Mill says of local taxes on landed pro- 
perty, ‘as much of these burdens as is of 
old standing ought to be regarded as a prescrip- 
tive deduction or reservation for public pur- 
poses of a portion of the rent.’ ” 


In a speech he said— 


“« As regards the hereditary burdens the hon. 


Baronet (Sir Massey Lopes) has said they | 


almost become a rent-charge on the owners of 


land; but they have been so from the begin- | 


ning of the century. Most of the great estates 
in this country have been bequeathed and in- 
herited, bought and sold, subject to those rates. 
Is that burden to be transferred from the land 


on which it has long been a rent-charge and | 


added to the general taxation of the country 
which is already high enough ?” 

That is Viscount Goschen’s opinion. 
What might have some effect in helping 
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It seems to me that by going on this false 
assumption of the specially burdensome 
| character of agricultural rating that the 
| Government does not seek to relieve the 
| places which, owing to the poverty of the 
| population, are most in need of relief, 
| I urge upon the House that we are at 
‘this moment ina very dangerous position 
| with regard to these subventions. The 
|towns are undoubtedly bitterly discon- 
‘tented. Our towns are at this moment 
represented by Conservatives ; but yet, 
|in spite of that fact, our great towns are 
| passing resolutions against the very legis- 
| lation which a large part of their members 
}apparently intend to maintain. That 
| will have to be met in some way, and J 
suggest that we are running great risk 
| that very soon the Government will come 
}down and say, “We dare not fail to 
| attend to the demands of the towns. We 
| will give them subsidies on the same 
| principle as we are giving them to the 
‘agricultural districts.” I do not think 
| that is an altogether illusory danger, for 
| the hon. Member for the Brightside 
| Division of Sheffield received copies of 
| the resolutions passed by the corporation 
of that city objecting to the Agricultural 
|Rating Act. He wrote back— 
| “IT think I ought to say frankly that I do 
{not agree with this resolution, as I am of 
opinion that both urban and rural ratepayers 
have a good case for relief at the expense of the 
taxpayer, and that the right way to deal with 
'the question is not to take away the help 
| already given to the country, but to extend 
| that help to the towns.’” 





| Are we ready to do that on the prin- 
ciples of this Bill? Are we ready to do 
that in this general, casual way without 
any safeguard for economy or security 
'that it is given to those places that 
want it most? I do not wish to speak of 
{this in any partisan way, but there lies 
|in one of the Minority Reports consider- 
able hope. They are the Reports of Lord 
| Balfour of Burleigh and Lord Blair 


the distressed agricultural industry would | Balfour, supported by Sir Edward Hamil- 





be relief from rating to a great extent/ton and Sir George Murray. They 
of recent improvements and buildings. | propose to meet the needs of localities 
That might assist also what so many of | by the distribution of half expenditure on 
usare looking to—the providing of better | national services by payments from the 
houses for labourers and the bringing of | national Exchequer. But they propose 
factories into the country. But we/to do it not by simply paying to the 
maintain, with the highest authority on | towns in each of the districts half of the 
our side, that lightening or making | annual rates, but by a special system 
heavier the tax on unimproved value | which will help the districts according 
has absolutely no effect on industry. ‘to their poverty, and which takes into 


Mr. Trevelyan. 
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consideration the proportion the popula- 


tion bears to the rateable value, and also | 


the actual expenditure. Of course, we 
cannot discuss that at the present time, 
but what I do say is that if we are going 
to increase this system of subventions we 
must lay down definitely that it shall 
be done on some such principle as has 


been suggested by Sir Edward Hamilton | 


and Sir George Murray. If we are going 


to give additional millions it must not be | 


given in a way which offers no induce- 
ment to economy of any sort or kind. 
I would point out to right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite that this scheme in the 
Report which offers security for economy 
is absolutely incompatible with the Bill 
you are now passing. 
’ The last thing on which I wish to say a 
word is our objection to the continuance 
of the deceptive principle of setting aside 
special taxes for local subventions. This 
Report, I think, pretty nearly disposes of 
the idea which has been so strongly put 
forward by the advocates of this Bill that 
a special kind of taxation is to be put aside 
for this Rating Act. When we on this 
side of the House say that the towns are 
being taxed for the assistance of the agri- 
cultural districts we are told, ‘‘ Oh, no; 
a particular kind of taxation has been put 
aside for it.’’ I hope we shall not hear 
much more of that argument,for in the 
Report of the only member of the 
Commission who is a Minister of the 
Crown, he makes use of these words— 
“The death duties have been so long in exist- 
ence and have become such an essential part 
of the national system of taxation that any 
process of ear-marking a portion of them toa 
particular service can hardly be regarded other- 
wise than as a mere question of book-keeping.” 


I say that our contention on Lord 
Balfour’s own statement is made out that 
for the purpose of this Bill the towns are 
being taxed for the agricultural industry. 
[ have tried not to treat this question 
solely from the point of view of the urban 
communities. I think its most important 
aspect is that this Bill is an unscientific 
and unstatesmanlike way of dealing with 
one of the enormous questions we have to 
deal with. Nevertheless, I think we can- 
not ignore the fact that there is an extra- 
ordinary piece of distinction in favour 
of the country. I must refer the House 


again, not for party purposes, but in| 


order to show how seriously this,is re-| 


garded, to the resolutions whichfare being | 
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, passed in the great towns throughout the 
country. Out of the towns with over 
100,000 inhabitants not a single one has 
passed a resolution in approval of the 
Bill, while thirteen, and those by no means 
the smallest, have passed resolutions 
against it. These towns are London, 
Manchester, Sheffield, Bradford, Hull, 
Salford, Leicester, Bolton, Sunderland, 
Gateshead, Halifax, Southampton, and 
Oldham. Having regard to the political 
representation of those towns, it cannot 
be said that those resolutions are actuated 
by any political feeling. They are 
prompted by genuine disapproval of the 
legislation. This question cannot be left 
where it is. It has got to be dealt with, 
but I do not think it is that party which 
will deal with it which is under the 
suspicion on the part of the country of 
really acting not upon science but upon 
sentiment. I believe the real sentiment 
which is mainly at the bottom of this is 
that something must be done to bolster 
up the old country families throughout 
England. [Ministerial cries of dissent. ] 
I do not think that is an ignoble sentiment 
at all after what they have done for the 
country, but I do not think you will 
do it in this way. I believe you must 
trust to these families sending out their 
sons to other activities—into business and 
to the colonies. That is how you will 
keep the country gentlemen going, but 
I say this is a much greater question 
than that of any set or class in the 
The people who are really 
appealing to have this question dealt with 
are the fgreat urban communities. | 
hope that the Government will, even at 
this late hour, consent to reconsider their 
proposals. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘in the opinion of this House, while it is expe- 
dient that early legislation should be introduced 
for the readjustment of the burdens of local 
taxation, the necessity for which isshown in the 
Reports of the Local Taxation Commission, it 
is undesirable to continue the present grants 
in relief of certain classes of property under 
the Acts now proposed to be renewed’ ”— 
(Mr. George Whiteley). 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): {The hon. Gentleman who has 
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just sat down seems to think that our 
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-have never changed it one iota. Our 


action in connection with this matter | plea was based on two considerations, 


has at the root of it the sentiment that 
we desire to bolster up the old families 
of England by relieving them from local 
burdens to the amount of 1s. per acre. 
The hon. Gentleman says he does not 
believe it will have any effect. Neither 
do I, nor do | think that it ever entered 
the head of any human being that it 
would. The hon. Member for Pudsey 
concluded his observations by warning 
us that he and his friends were deter- 
mined to divide on this Amendment. 
The hon. Member put a very moderate 
case indeed before the House in support 
of the Amendment, and he resorted to 
the old expedient of abusing the Govern- 
ment. He commenced by a criticism 
upon the composition of the Royal Com- 
mission which has just reported. He 
thought the Comm’ssion was so select 
that it had a strong bias on one side, 
and as for the representatives of muni- 
cipal life who sat on that Commission— 
namely, the town clerks of Liverpool 
and Birmingham—it was quite clear that 
he was of opinion that neither of them 
was in a position in which he could 
possibly exercise the freedom of action 
which was to be desired. I must say, 
with all respect to the hon. Member, 
that I think that is a statement which 
ought not to have been made. It is a 
thoroughly undeserved libel upon two 
well-known public servants, who in all 
respects are the equal in integrity and 
honour to the hon. Member himself. 
Personally I believe that the Commission 
which considered this question was as 
strong, as capable, and as powerful a 
Commission, having regard to the work 
it had to do, as has been appointed during 
the whole history of Royal Commissions 
in this country. But there is a clue to 
the hostility of the hon. Gentleman. It 
appears that he expected to be asked to 
serve on that Commission, but, un- 
fortunately, and no doubt by a great mis- 
take, the chance was not offered to him. 


It is said—the Leader of the Opposition , 


repeated it the other day—that we have 
changed our ground and abandoned the 
plea on which the Bill was originally put 
forward—namely, that it was a*measure 
in relief of agriculture. We have done 
nothing of the kind: our case for the 
Bll has been the same throughout. We 

Mr, Chaplin. 


and it was this: that agricultural land 
was burdened with taxation most un- 
fairly as compared with other kinds of 
property, and that in thousands of cases 
it was being taxed out of all proportion 
to its ability to bear it? That was one 
plea, and the other was this: that the 
condition of agriculture throughout the 
country was such that its relief from the 
unfair burdens which it had to bear 
would not brook more delay. I could 
cite case after case taken from the evi- 
dence given before the Royal Commission 
which showed conclusively that land 
was being taxed three, four, five, and 
even more, times as much as other pro- 
perty. An hon. Member has already 
quoted one case ; | shall quote another. 
One of the sub-commissioners, Mr. 
Wilson Fox, who was secretary to the 
last Commission and one of the sub- 
commissioners in Lincolnshire, said— 
‘“‘The public have no idea of the excessive 
taxation of land. These are actual facts as to 
rates and taxes paid by farmer A and trades 
man B: farmer A, paying income tax on £560a 
year, rateable value of farm £1,050, pays 
£157 12s. ld. on poor and highway rates; 
tradesman B, paying income tax on £600 a 
year pays only £13 10s. on poor and highway 
rates, on premises of rateable value of £60.” 


The hon. Member quoted another case, 
that of Mr. Rew,'a member of the Cheshire 
Chamber of Agriculture, given in the 
Report of the Royal Commission, and he 
said that it sounded very foolish and 
showed no very terrible hardship ; but 
the hon. Member said nothing in the 
course of his speech to disprove it. So 
far as I am concerned, | repudiate alto- 
gether that rates are a sort of rent- 
charge upon land. Notwithstanding the 
high authority of Lord Goschen, | will 
continue to dispute the theory of here- 
ditary burdens on the land. No, Sir, 
we take our stand on the old established 
doctrine that contribution ought to be 
made according to the ability to pay. 
Instances like those I have referred to are 
matters of everyday occurrence, and 
unless they can be met, answered, and 
disproved they in themselves absolutely 
establish a claim and a title to relief. No 
attempt has been made to refute them 
by any hon. Member on the other side 
of the House. Why, Sir, they were not 
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met at all. Noone has ever attempted to | having agreed to do so, and I was always 


answer them. They would have found 
it rather difficult, perhaps, to do so, and 


‘so from the beginning theywere shirked— 


deliberately shirked by every Member on 
that side, from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth down- 
wards—and I challenge the right hon. 
Gentleman once again to-night to meet 
and refute them, and, if he cannot, to 
desist from his opposition to the removal 
of an injustice so gross and so ‘intoler- 
able as this. 

I may now be permitted to give a few 
of the reasons why I think it desirable 
that Parliament should give this relief. 
[ often used to think during the debates 
upon this Bill in 1896, and still more have 
I thought to-night, that if we ever could 
conduct our business in the House of 
Commons like men of common sense, and 
if we could ever be free from party feeling, 
this measure would be agreed to al- 
most without debate. [Cries of ‘ Oh.’’] 
Hon. Gentlemen say “ Oh,” but what 
are the credentials of this Bill? Why, 
the universal complaint for years has been 
that the burdens upon land, as compared 
with other kinds of property, were exces- 
sive and unfair, and ought to be relieved. 
That is admitted by many gentlemen, 
even on that side of the House, and so 
long ago as 1879 the Duke of Richmond’s 
Commission, which at that time was 
inquiring into agricultural depression, 
recognised and gave voice to that com- 
plaint in the recommendations which it 
mide. Again, in 1896, another Royal 
Commission recommended to Parliament 
a proposal very much on the lines of this 
Bill. Who was the author, and what 
was the character of that Commis- 
sion? Was it a Tory or a Unionist 


Commission, appointed by a_ Tory 
or Unionist Government? Nothing 
of the kind. That Commission was 


appointed by a Radical Government, 
of which Mr. Gladstone himself was the 
chief. The majority of its members were 
members of the same persuasion, and it 
had for its president one of Mr. Glad- 
stone’s colleagues in his Cabinet. 
asked myself, and I consented, much 
against my will, to serve on that Com- 
mission also; and on one of the last 
occasions on which it was my privilege 
to meet that distinguished man, Mr. 


(ladstone personally thanked me for | 


' glad, in consequence, ever afterwards that 


I did. It was, however, with reluctance, 
I confess, that I undertook the duty, for I 
had already served upon another Com- 
mission appointed for precisely the same 
purpose by Mr. Disraeli, and 1 was of the 
opinion that we knew enough already as 
to the causes of agricultural depression 
at that time, and that what was wanted 
then was action rather than more inquiry. 

Well, Sir, such was the composition of 
that Commission, which consisted, I 
think, of sixteen or seventeen members 
altogether ; but so overwhelming were 
the evidence and the facts which were 
brought before us, and which could not 
be disputed, as to the unfairness of the 
burdens upon land, as compared with 
other property, that when their Report, 
after much consideration and discussion, 
assumed the shape in which it was finally 
agreed to and presented, twelve members 
of this Radical Commission voted for that 
Report, and only two were found to vote 
against it. Now, the Leader of the 
Opposition made a statement the other 
night in regard to that Commission so 
erroneous and so far from the truth, not 
intentionally, I am sure, that I was 
obliged to interrupt and correct him on 
the spot. I understood him to say from 
his recollection, as he told us, that the 
proposal which they made was originated, 
not by the Commission, but by the 
Government, and was as much a Govern- 
ment measure as if it had been brought 
in in the first place by a Minister on this 
side of the House. Nothing can be fur- 
ther from the truth; but I was not so 
very much surprised, because every kind 
of fiction and untruth with regard to that 
Commission was being sedulously spread 
at that time by a section of the Radical 
press, and to such an extent were these 


‘methods practised that even the elect 


might be deceived. But one and all of 
them were exposed, and were dealt with 
at the time, and among others by myself 
in a speech on the Second Reading of the 
Bill. There it is on record. It exposed 


I was | and entirely refuted them, and, although 
ithere are other things on record which 


'T might have said, I purposely refrained 


from saying them, and unless I am com- 
pelled to do so by a repetition in this 
House of the slanders which were 
rife at that time, I for one do 


R 2 











435 


Agricultural Rates Act, 


not intend to re-open that subject now. 
The right hon. Gentleman suggested 
that that Interim Report was brought 
forward by two members. of the Com- 
mission, who were at the same time 
members of the Government ; but, as 
a matter of fact, the proposal was ori- 
ginally suggested in the evidence of the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture, and 
was put into shipshape by a man who 
worked harder than any other on the 
Commission—the late Mr. William Liddle 
—who had made a study of this subject 
for years, and who probably knew more 
about it than any other man, and I 
am glad to be able to pay this tribute to 
his memory. 

Sir, I have referred to two Commis- 
sions ; but there is a third Commission, 
one of the strongest, having regard to 
its personnel, that 1 remember, which 
has also reported, and reported quite 
recently, on the question of this Bill. 
They have sat, I think, for about five 
vears, and certainly they cannot be 
accused of being hurried in their delibera- 
tions and conclusions; and yet this 
third Commission, this Commission so 
strong in the calibre and experience of its 
members, and including among them 
some of the ablest representatives of 
municipal lite in this country, they, too, 
have likewise reported in favour of the 
policy which we are asked by the Member 
tor Pudsey to reject to-night. They have 
had before them the evidence of Select 
Committees in both Houses of Parlia- 
ment in 1863, of the Agricultural Com- 
mission appointed in 1893, and also the 
evidence taken by themselves. And 
what are the conclusions they arrive at / 
They will be found on pages 33, 35, 37, 
and 38 of the Report which has been 
recently presented, and as they are very 
short, perhaps I may be permitted to 
quote them to the House. 

On page 33 they speak as follows— 

‘* A reference to the statement (of the history 
of the system of rating for local purposes) 
which is printed in our first Report, will show 
that the policy of the Act of 1896 whereby 
land is rated at one-half, and which has been 
the subject of so much misrepresentation, was | 
only a measure of justice which had been too | 
long delayed.” 


Then again, on page 35, they quote the 
opinion which was expressed by the | 


Mr, Chaplin. 
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| Agricultural Commission in 1896 in 
these words— 


‘That in order to.place agricultural lands ip, 
their right position as compared with other 
rateable properties, it is essential that they 
, should be assessed to all local rates in areduced 
proportion of their rateable: value. If the 
existing precedents in England and Scotland 
are followed, they would be so assessed at one. 
fourth only of their rateable value.” 


And then 


| opinion— 


they add as their own 


“The evidence which we ourselves have re 
ceived supports this view.” 


On page 37 they proceed— 


‘We suggest, as regard England and Wales, 
that for all burdens which are of an onerous 
character, and for the cost of the maintenance of 
local highways, agricultural land should be 
assessed at one-half of its rateable value, and 
that in respect of other burdens where the 
case of theagricultural ratepayers is dependent, 
not only upon his inferior ability to pay, but 
also upon the: meagre extent to which he is 
benefited by much of the local expenditure 
imcurred, he should continue to be rated at one- 
fourth, as under the Public Health Act, 1875, 
and other similar enactments.”’ 


And then with reference to the source 
from which the deficiency is to be sup- 
plied they add— 

“Under existing circumstances, therefore, 
we see no alternative, but for the present to 
provide for the deficiency arising from the 
classification of agricultural ijand in the manner 
proposed, as to the equity and propriety of 
which we are practically unanimous in opinion, 
by means of grants-out of moneys provided by 
Parliament.”’ 


Mr. GEORGE. WHITELEY : Would 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
that recommendation is temporary or 
permanent im its. character ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I have no doubt 
it was a temporary recommendation, 
though it does. not say so in so many 


| words, but the Bill never professed to be 


anything else than temporary, for there 
are in it words which do not usually 
occur in cases of Acts which Parliament 
mean to be permanent. 

Now, Sir, what I have quoted practi- 
cally embodies. the view of this third 
Commission with regard to this Bill; 
and it is passing strange indeed that 
with all the evidence of all the Com- 
mittees and Commissions they have had 
before them, and with all their experience: 
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of the working of the Act, they should | 
so emphatically endorse the proposals it | 
contains if it deserved one-fiftieth part of | 
the denunciations of hon. Gentlemen | 
opposite. But there is a greater autho- | 
rity than that of Royal Commission. | 
There is the authority of Parliament. 
And upon this question the last Parlia- | 
ment of Queen Victoria supported the | 
views of these Royal Commissions by | 
overwhelming majorities against the 
most rampant and unscrupulous obstruc- 
tion | ever remember. Has anything 
occurred since then to warrant the new 
Parliament in overriding the decision 
of the old one? No, Sir; but, on the 
contrary, what has happened is abso- 
lutely conclusive—so far as anything 
political can be conclusive—in support 
of the policy of the Government. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite seem to forget that 
there is another tribunal, higher even 
than that of Parliament or of Royal Com- 
mission—namely, the country. And 
upon this question, which you fought 
with such bitterness and venom, we have 
appealed to the country itself; and 
what is the reply ? A majority of 150 in 
favour of the Government who intro- 
duced and successfully carried this Bill. 
You may say that the verdict of the 
country was given on the war, and 
on the war alone. [Hear, hear.] 1 
thought you might, but I take leave 
to differ from you, and I doubt if 
any individual Member of the House of 
Commons had better opportunities of 
judging than myself, for I visited and 
spoke at between forty and fifty meetings, 
in nine or ten different constituencies, 
during the General Election, and every- 
where I found the deepest anxiety upon 
the subject. In the rural constituencies, 
at all events, other questions most un- 
doubtedly bulked quite as largely as the 
war, and prominent among them all 
was the renewal of the Rating Act. 
Moreover, the question was directly 
raised before the country at the General 
Election, and in the most formal way it 
could be. I am not sure whether it was 
raised in the address of the Leader of the 
House. But I do remember this—that 
side by side with his address on the same 
day in the columns of The Times there 
was the address of another member of 
the Government—the Minister who had 
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charge of the measure, and who was more | 
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responsible perhaps than any other 
member for it ; and in that address the 
verdict of the country was asked and 
directly challenged on the policy of the 
Bill. After pointing to the pledges 
which had been given by the Unionist 
party and by the Government on this 
point, and the way they had fulfilled 
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them during their first year of office, it 


went on in these words— 


‘These proposals, beneficial as they were to 
agriculture, and the fruits of which, as proved 
by the result, have undoubtedly been reaped 
by those for whom they were intended, 
namely, the cultivators of the land, were only 
carried after protracted opposition and obstruc- 
tion by Sir William Harcourt and the party 
which my opponent asks you to support.” 


I learnt with considerable satisfaction 
shortly afterwards that the loss to the 
Radicals of the one seat in Lincolnshire 
which changed hands by a sweeping 
majority at the General Election was 
entirely due to the attitude of the Member 
for Monmouth and the Welsh allies who 
supported him in 1896 in his opposition 
to the Bill. 

Well, it appears, then, that the justice 
and policy of this Bill have been vouched 
for by two Royal Commissions. It was 
accepted by enormous majorities in the 
last Parliament, and has finally been 
ratified by the judgment of the country. 
I am really at a loss to know what higher 
testimony, what better credentials hon. 
Gentlemen can desire, or it would be 
possible for a Bill in the world to have. 
It was stated somewhere the other day 
that “ the Opposition has been virtually 
united in its detestation of the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act, and its attitude only 
reflected the feeling of the country.” 
The first statement is inaccurate, as 
shown by the division lists; and as to 
the second, I can only conclude that the 
Radical party on this question is as much 
out of harmony with the constituencies 
and the country as it is on everything 
else. And here, Mr. Speaker, I think I 
might have left the subject but for some 
of the statements which have been made 
in the course of these debates. But the 
Leader of the Opposition said the other 
day that the Bill creates injustice between 
one kind of property and another in the 
country. No, Mr. Speaker, the Bill 
does exactly the opposite. It removes to 
some extent, though only partially, a 
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very great injustice which existed already. |lutely doubled on the morrow. I ask 
But then he thinks we should have used | hon. Gentlemen opposite to think and 


more discrimination, given more relief 


where it was chiefly needed, and less to 
those parts of the country—which he says 
were many—which were very flourishing, 
and whose rents were high. I confess I do 
not know where they are. The right hon. 
Gentleman may be better informed than 
the Royal Commission ; but what they 
say is this. 
said— 





“We have come to the conclusion that there 
is no part of Great Britain from which it (7.e., 
depression) can be said to be absent.” 


I am quite prepared to admit that no 
doubt there are anomalies at the present 
time—that no doubt there are anomalies 
which may perhaps have been found 
since the Act was passed ; but were there 
no anomalies before? My answer is that 
there always have been anomalies, and 


I should be greatly surprised if there were | 


not considerable anomalies in connection 
with this question. But the greatest of 
them all has been mitigated by the Act 
of 1898, which we are asking the House 
of Commons to renew to-night. Why 


do hon. Gentlemen refuse to renew it 2) 


They cannot meet, they have never tried 
to meet, and they cannot deny the 
monstrous inequalities and injustice of 
which we have so long complained. It 


is no answer for hon. Members to say | 


that the rating of other kinds of property 
needs reform as well. We admit it. It 
was for that reason that the last Com- 
mission, for which I myself was respon- 
sible, was appointed. Now that that 
Commission has at last reported, the 
Government have announced that they 
intend to deal with that branch of the 
question also. What reason, therefore, 
can hon. Members have for their utterly 
uncalled for and unreasonable opposition 2 
I wonder if they realise the effect of 


The Royal Commission | 


consider what this must mean ; what it 
| undoubtedly will mean to many of these 
occupiers. And what is the time in 
which hon. Members select to do this ? 
I cannot speak with any certainty for 
the rest of England, though, from the 
| information I get and from what I hear, 
I have little doubt that the year will turn 
out to be an exceptionally bad. year in all 
| parts of the country; but I have had 
information quite recently upon which 
I know I can rely, from my own part of 
the country, and what I am told is that 
last year was, by general admission, the 
worst year we have had since 1879, and 
that this year unhappily promises to be 
even worse than last year. Is it useless 
altogether, 1 wonder, to appeal to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to reconsider their 
position on this question ? I know not, 
if am sure. But if it is, then all I ean 
say is this: vote for this Amendment if 
you wish, those of you, at least, who dare; 
but remember if you succeed you will be 
met in your constituency with a shout 
of execration from every human being, 
and from every class who gain a liveli- 
hood in connection with the soil. [An 
hon. Member laughed. | The hon. Gentle- 
man thinks this is a laughing matter. | 
| wish most sincerely I could agree with 
him. You will be execrated by the 
impoverished and too often ruined 
owners of the land. by the tenant-farmers 
great and small, by the labourers. who 
| work for them, and who find their living 
in the land, and, above all, by the thou- 
/sands upon thousands—and there are 
| vast numbers of them still—of the poor 
| struggling people who may be called the 
| peasantry of this country, some of them. 
| tenants, others more commonly the 
|owners of the land they till, whose life 
|in times like these—and I know what L 
|am talking about—is one constant and 








the vote they mean to give to-night if it | never ceasing struggle to avert ruin from 


were successful. Yet it is very simple. 
lf this Amendment is carried, then, 
after the 31st of March next year, every 
occupier of land throughout the kingdom, 
every tenant farmer great and small, 


their little homes. It is against these- 
and such as these that hon. Members 
opposite are now seeking to inflict this 
cruel, this absolutely needless, and, what 
must be to many of them, this final blow. 


every little freeholder in the country— |} Hon. Members stand condemned even by 


and there are thousands of them, and 
remember it is the little man who will feel 
it most—will find himself in the position 
that his rates will be suddenly and abso- 


Mr. Chaplin. 


the catchwords of their own party crics. 
‘‘ Back to the land ” is one; “ No room 
to live” is another. Is this the kind of 
encouragement which hon. Members 
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offer to the overcrowded populations in| in my mind it is incumbent on Parlia- 
the towns to go back and try and make | ment to renew this Bill, if solely for the 
their fortunes on the land? Talk of | purpose of carrying out the origiral 
organised hypocrisy —that organised | intentions of Parliament, that when 
hypocrisy which the late Leader of | the Royal Commission reported their 
the Liberal party told us the other | Report should be taken into considera- 
day was prevailing in its ranks! Why, | tion, and Parliament would deal with the 
surely, never in the history of parties | whole question. ‘The question of the re- 
was their hypocrisy in the light of hon. | adjustment of local taxation is extensive 
Members’ own professions like the | and complicated, but at the same time it 
opposition to this Bill, and I ask the|jis the most pressing which we have to 
House of Commons by every means in| deal with. As one who has had con- 
its power to resist it to the end. siderable experience of local government, 
I should like to make a suggestion to the 
*Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R., | President of the Local Government Board 
with regard to local taxation. I would 
suggest that before dealing with the 
question of readjustment of local 
taxation Parliament should carry out 
the recommendations of the Com- 
: : 2€ | mission with regard to the valuation 
thing speakers should bear in mind in| suthorities. There may now be in the 
discussing this Bill, and that is that the same district five different valuing 
relict _— by the Agricultural Rates | authorities ; the Royal Commission sug- 
Act of 1896, although limited to five | gested that one should be established for 
years, Was not limited with the intention | gach county, and for the purposes both 
that at the expiration of five years the | 45 Imperial and local taxation. That 
Act of _Parliament should lapse, but | vould. in my opinion, greatly simplify 
limited in order that Parliament in the matters when the whole question comes 
meenicimne should deal with the whole to be dealt with. I will not further 
subject of local taxation. It is on that | detain the House, but as one of those 
ground, and upon the ground that | on this side of the House who intend to 
Parliament has now had laid before | vote for this Bill, I thought it incum- 
% the Report of the Royal Com- | bent upon me to state the reasons for 
mission, that I support the renewal | 14 y Sstenkiihe. 

igs 
| 
| 
| 





Buckrose): [ am one of those in favour 
of the renewal of the grants in aid of 


agricultural land until Parliament has 
determined the manner in which perma- 
nent provision should be made. One 


of this Act, in order to give Parlia- 


ment an opportunity of dealing with shee te uate : ° 
the important question of local taxa: | Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.’: It 
tion. Whatever circumstances affected | iS a great pleasure to hear such a speech 
agriculture in 1896 affect it to- | as has just been delivered come from the 
day. Agriculture is still feeling most | opposite side of the House, because from 
cruelly the depression which has so long | the speeches lately heard one would have 
affected the farmers of this country, and | thought this was a party question, and 
the continuance of that depression from | that hon. Members opposite had no feeling 
1896 down to the present time has | at all for the agriculture of the country. 
emphasised the inequalities which exist |[ quite agree with the hon. Member 
at the present time with regard to the;/that in any future Bill introduced 
rating of agricultural land. Theagricul-| dealing with the whole question of 
tural interest, in my _ opinion, has| local taxation one of the most im- 
nothing to lose but everything to gain by | portant parts of the Bill will be to give 
a fair and equitable readjustment of local | equal assessment throughout the Union. 
taxation. I would ask anyone in the| With regard to the present Bill and the 
House to pause for a moment and con- | limitation to four years, I must confess 
sider what would be the effect if this Bill} that I have been disappointed. I was 
were allowed to lapse in March next. On|in hopes that the Government would 
whom would the loss fall? In my| have adhered to what my right hon. 
opinion, the people who would suffer | friend said last week in introducing the 
would be the farmers of the country, and | Bill, namely, that it was to be a per- 
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manent measure We all hoped that 
would be the case, anc it is a curious 
thing that within a few days the 
Leader of the House said the permanent 
character of the Bill would be abolished 
and the limit introduced. Four years 
seems to be a fair time to introduce the 
matter of local taxation, but in Parlia- 
ment time goes very fast. Even at the 
present time some people think the 
Government is not so popular as it was 
when it came into office; but however 
that may be, it may occur that the 
Government, for some reason or other, 
will have to make way for those sitting 
on the opposite side of the House, and 
from what we have heard from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, I should be sorry to 
trust this Local Rating Bill to their tender 
mercies. This Bill is only for a limited 
period, and if it rested with hon. Gentle- 
men opposite to renew it, I am afraid 
we should not have any reduction of 
rates with regard to this matter. I am 
one of those who would stick to the 
original Bill at all hazards. In this I 
think we do wrong for the sake of expe- 
diency. I heard one hon. Gentleman 
say that the price of corn had so much 
increased that it had relieved the farmer 
more than anything else. That is news 


to me. I grow a good deal, and am in 
touch with the growers of the 
county, and I know that the price 
of corn is as low now as_ ever 
it¥was. It is now 30s. a quarter, 


and you cannot get it much lower, and 
you cannot grow it at a profit at that. 
The hon. Member said the farmers were 
not distressed. I think they are more 


distressed than ever they were; they 
are giving up farms, and what 


is more significant is,they are training 
their sons to other professions. It is a 
common thing to hear of the sons 
going into the towns and leaving the 
farms which their fathers and_fore- 
fathers have cultivated for generations. 
I do not support this Rating Bill on 
account of that depression, but because 
I have always said it was an act of justice ; 
but when I hear hon. Gentlemen get 
up and say farming is not so bad as it is 
said to be, I must say it is as bad as it can 
be. On the top of all the bad years we 
have a year like the present ; we have | 
lost our hay crop, and we have scarcely | 
any roots, and the oats and barley are | 


Mr. Jeffreys. . 
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{as bad as they can be. In addition to 
all these evils and bad seasons, what can 
be a greater trial in the country than 
the scarcity of labour? That was the 
result of the war; but whereas in early 
| days when a war took place it was a great 
help to the agricultural industry, and 
wheat went up, as it did at the time of 
the Crimea, to 100s. and 120s. a quarter, 
now when war takes place wheat is the 
lowest price that it has ever been and 
labour more scarce. I do not want to lay 
great stress upon this, but I do want 
to put before the House on an occasion 
like this the great depression the farmers 
are suffering at the present time. Not 
only are the farmers suffering, but the 
amount of food grown in the country 
every year is less. Years ago the wheat 
cultivation was over 4,000,000 acres; 
now it is reduced to 1,700,000. Surely 
that is a matter for consideration. Much 
less wheat is grown than was grown, 
and a great deal of the land is laid down 
to poor pasture, and does not produce 
anything like the food it did. It is in 
the interest of the whole community 
that arable land should be cultivated 
and kept going, not only because a 
healthy occupation is afforded ior the 
labourers of the country, but in 
order to produce food for the people. 
Not only has wheat cultivation decreased, 
but sheep have diminished. and _ pigs 
are almost extinct. At the same 
time as this decrease of the food of the 
people has taken place the population 
has enormously increased, and_ that 
‘makes the difference much greater than 
ever before. The farmers certainly 
expect and have always looked to this 
Government to do something for them, 
and when this Act was first introduced 
the farmers accepted it thankfully as an 
act of justice. They have paid more 
rates in comparison with what they 
have got out of their holdings than any 
other portion of the population. It has 
been said that the farmer pays very 
small rates because the rent of his hold- 
ing is small. That is quite true. His 
rates per acre are small, but if he is 
farming 500 acres, and he has to pay 
rates on every acre, the amount in 
\the aggregate is very large compared 
| with what the village shopkeeper, who 
occupies small rateable premises, has 
to pay on those small premises. If 
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hon. Gentlemen will take instances 
in the country, they will find that the 
farmer not only pays full rates—because 
it must be remembered that the farmer 
still pays full rates on his house and 
buildings, which I think is very unfair, 
and will, I hope, be altered in some 
future legislation—but he also pays rates 
on every acre that he occupies. The 
hon. Member for the Pudsey Division 
said the amounts paid in town and 
country were very unequal. But the 
House should remember the advantages 
a man gets for his rates in the town. 
He occupies small premises, and for the 
rates he pays on those premises he gets 
a great many advantages, such as good 
atreets, paving, lighting, water—-- 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: Not 
water. 
Mr. JEFFREYS: At any rate he 


gets a great many advantages which 
one does not get in the country. What 
advantage do the acres that a man cul- 
tivates derive from the police, education, 
and sanitary rates ! 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: The 
farmer pays only one quarter of the 
sanitary rate. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: But what good is 
the sanitary rate at all to the acres? If 
the sanitary authority put in drain 
pipes and drained the land, it would be 
a different thing. Let me compare for 
a moment the advantages a foreign 
agriculturist gets as against our own. 
Foreign countries are held up as examples 
for British agriculturists to fellow. 
Prices are raised to a fictitious extent by 
means of import duties. Of course, we 
do not expect that in this country. 
Foreign agriculturists have very cheap 
carriage for their produce by railways 
and canals by means of Government 
We have nothing of that 
kind here. Agriculturists have to pay 
just as much for carriage as any other 


class of the community, and very often | 


a great deal more than foreigners, 


because, unfortunately, many of the 
railways give a preference to the foreigner 
over the home producer in the matter of 
Tates. 


Then foreigners have agents in 
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produce of the country. Have we any- 
thing of that kind? Does our Board of 
Agriculture have agents to say where 
we can send our produce, and how we 
can best and most cheaply send it? 
No, we have to depend entirely upon 
ourselves; we get no help whatever 
from the Government in this respect. 
It is some times said that farmers have 
a great many luxuries, that they go 
hunting, and their daughters play the 
piano, and so on. I do not believe there 
is a more hard-working class in the com- 
munity. They go to bed late, and they 
rise early, and they do it all for very 
small profits indeed. The only class of 
farms that pay are those small farms on 
which the farmer and his sons do the 
whole of the work. 

A good deal has been said with regard 
to the rates in towns being very high as 
compared with those in the country. I 
was surprised to hear the hon. Member 
for the Pudsey Division say that the 
average rates in the country were 2s. 2d. 
inthe £. That is an entire mistake. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : That is 
laid down in the Majority Report— 
1s. 14d. for the half-year ; therefore the 
whole of the rates are twice that, 2s. 24d. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: That is the average 
of rates taken from Mr. Shaw Lefevre’s 
Return, which was made a great many 
years ago, and in those days rates were 
very low. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton. E.): I made a Return long after 
Mr. Shaw Lefevre. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: And what did you 
make it ? 


Sir HENRY FOWLER : 2s. 3d. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: That is a penny 
more. But everybody in the country 
knows that since that time rates have 
been going up every year. They are 
getting higher and higher every year. 
[‘* No.”’] In the south of England, at 
any rate. I live myself in what is called 
a very favoured and favourite county, 
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but the rates are very high. I know an 
agricultural parish in which the rates 
are no less than 6s. in the £. What does 
the hon. Gentleman think of that ? 
More and more demands are made on 
the ratepayers. When you travel 
through the country, as you approach a 
town you will frequently see a new 
building—probably an isolation hospital. 
Who pays for that? The ratepayers. 
Who are the principal ratepayers in the 
country districts ? The farmers and the 
occupiers of land. A few years ago the 
county rate in my own county varied 
from 24d. to 3d. in the £; now it is 7d. 
I have always contended, and I am glad 
to see that the Majority Report agrees 
with me, that roads, lunatics, education, 
and police ought all to be paid for by the 
nation as national burdens. Who use 
the roads now! Not we who live in the 
country but the gentlemen in the towns, 
with their motor-cars, cycles, and car- 
riages. If they come to a county in 
which the roads are bad they at once have 
letters in the papers saying what a dis- 
graceful county it is. Main roads now 
cost half as much again as they did only 
six years The public insist on 
having these advantages. The gentle- 
men who live in the towns not only enjoy 
all the advantages of the towns, but they 
wish to come into the country and enjoy 
all the advantages of the country without 
paying for them. If the whole nation 
benefits by the roads the whole nation 
should pay for them. 

I should like to say a word with regard 
to land going out of cultivation. A 
friend of mine the other day told me that 
land in Essex was at such a low ebb that 
he had bought a farm at between £5 and 
£6 per acre. 


ag 
ago. 


AN Hon. Memper: How much the 


tithe ? 


Mr. JEFFREYS : The tithe, of course, 
was heavier, and I must tell the House 
that it was land-tax free. I said to my 
friend, **‘ What a wonderful bargain you 
have got,” for the land was formerly 
worth £20 or £30 an acre. He replied, 
‘It seems very cheap; but I made a bad 
bargain, because the outgoings are such 
that I get no return from it at all.’’ 
That isa serious thing. As I have already 
said, I live in a favourite residential 


Mr. Jeffreys. 
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county ; people are very glad to come 
down and live in the houses and rent the 
shooting ; but there is more land in hand 
in Hampshire than in any other county 
in England. There are no less than 
197,700 acres in hand at the present time, 
Farmers have given up their holdings 
as a bad job. Surely that shows great 
depression. It has been said that this 
relief of the rates, as it is called, though I 
prefer to call it an act of justice, does not 
go into the farmers’ pockets. Into whose 
pockets can it go then ! Surely nobody 
will get up and say that the rent of any 
land has been increased since this Rating 
Act was passed. Instead of the rental 
value of land increasing, it has been going 
down regularly. Land in the southern 
parts of England is now let at so low a 
rent that, after deducting the tithe and 
the cost of management, nothing comes 
into the owner beyond 2s. or 3s. an acre. 
You cannot reduce the rent below that. 
It seems to me that the proof of the tact 
that this relief goes into the pockets of 
the farmers is to be found in their eager- 
ness that this Act should be renewed. 
If hon. Members will go into the country 
and address meetings in the agricultural 
districts they will find that with one voice 
the farmers will rise up and say, ‘‘ There 
is one thing you must do this year, and 
that is renew the Agricultural Rating 
Bill.” 

Reference has been made to the fact 
that I have said the relief to the poor land 
is small as compared with that to the 
rich. So it is, and I hope that in a 
future Bill the inequality will be remedied. 
This is not a measure which is to stand 
for all time. It is to remain in force only 
for four years, until the right hon. 
Gentleman has had time to prepare and 
introduce a larger measure. When that 
larger measure is introduced | hope that 
the poor land will be placed in a better 
position than it now occupies. I believe 
the House will pass this Bill, because | 
cannot imagine Parliament refusing to 
do this act of justice to agriculturists. 
It has been said that Sir Edward Hamil- 
ton and Sir George Murray were against 
this relief of the rates. I do not gather 
that from the Report, for I find that on 
page 128 those two gentlemen say— 

‘These practical considerations . . . + - 
appear to us to afford ground for assessing 


| agricultural land at half its full rateable value, 
| 
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to the extent— but only to the extent—to 


which rates have to be levied for ‘onerous’ 
expenditure.” 


Nothing could be plainer than that. 
These two gentlemen say distinctly that 
in their opinion agricultural land ought 
to be rated at one-half its annual value. 
That is all we ask. I hope the House will 
pass the Bill as an act of justice. We do 
not call it relief ; the relief is very small 
indeed. I think farmers should not be 
burdened with any unfair impost when 
they are already groaning under the 


have great hope and confidence that in 
any future legislation which may be 


even more will be done to relieve farmers 
of the heavy rates under which they now 


and many other people consider an unjust 
and unequal burden. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): The hon. 
Member for North Hampshire has put 
the agriculturists’ side of this vexed 
question before us with great ability, 
but | would venture, though not an 
agriculturist, to throw some _ little 
doubt on certain of the statements he 
made. He said, in the first place, that 
the price of wheat was only 6d. or Is. 
above the bottom. At the very lowest 
it was 6s. or fully 25 per cent. above the 
price of L895. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: I ought to have | 
sald the average of the year, not the 
lowest price which has been touched. | 


{29 JuLy 1901} 


trials of bad seasons and low prices. I | 


introduced with regard to local taxation | 


suffer, and which the Royal Commission | 
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land which needs no relief at all. When 
he says, and perhaps truly, that rates in 
agricultural districts tend to rise, I must 
| remind him that they have risen and are 
rising very much faster in the towns. 
Therefore, so far as that argument goes 
for anything, it is rather opposed to 
relief being given to agricultural districts 
as against towns. The right hon. Gentle- 
/man the Member for the Sleaford Divi- 
sion, who has a wide knowledge oi 
agricultural questions and a long expe- 
rience of this House, and whose stately 
periods always charm, even though they 
tail to convince, objected to the view that 
rating was a hereditary burden on land. 
The right hon. Gentleman himself has 
isaid that when rates go up rent goes 
|down, and, ceteris paribus, of course 
'when rates go down rents go up. That 
| being the case, and our present rating law 
| having existed since the time of Elizabeth, 
|] argue that the burden of the rates has 
‘fallen practically on the landlord rather 
‘than on the tenant, and what may be the 
|number of centuries that have to pass 
| before a burden of that kind becomes 
| hereditary I do not know. It seems to 
|me that if there is any burden which 
| 1s hereditary, this is one. 
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| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The circumstances of our debate are 
ivery much altered by the concession 
lof the right hon. Gentleman as to the 
/duration of the operation of this Bill. 
| If | might venture to express an opinion, 
|] would say that a reasonable compromise 


has been arrived at. The towns and 


|those who speak on their behalf were 


bound to protest against the permanent 





‘laying on of this burden for the benefit 
'of agricultural land, because it is_per- 


¥ . y Tp . ae ey, 
Mr. EMMOTT: T think, if the hon. | fectly evident from this Report, of which 


Member waits until the end of this year, 
he will find that the average of the vear 
is very much higher than the average of 
1895. With regard to the acreage under 
wheat, that during the last year or two 
has shown a _ considerable increase, 
although I am aware that up to two 
years ago it decreased enormously. The 
whole gist of the hon. Member's argu- 
ment was that this measure was called 
for owing to the depression of agriculture. 
Yet this measure for which he is pleading, 
as he himself showed, gives only 3d. oa 
fd. an acre to the land which is most 
depressed and most needs relief, while it 
gives 5s., and even 10s. in some cases, to 





dropping this relief. 


we have heard so much and shall hear 
very much more, that the towns also 
are unfairly treated in this matter of 
rating. I can quite see from the point of 
view of the Government the difficulty of 
That is the worst 
of hasty legislation of this character. It 
cannot help setting class against class, 
town against country. Although it is 
perhaps too much to expect from human 
nature, I should almost have imagined 
that the great patriotism of the landed 
jnterest in this time of great financial 
strain might even have induced them to 
allow this Act to cease to operate for the 
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time being, until the whole question 
could be dealt with in a larger form. 
This measure was passed in the piping 


{COMMONS} 


times of peace and prosperity bequeathed | 


by a Liberal Government. [Laughter]. 
Yes, bequeathed by a Liberal Govern- 
ment. That prosperity began in the last 
portion of the tenure of power of the 
Liberal Government, and was helped in 
no small measure by the financial 
measures of the right hon. Gentleman 
ithe Member for West Monmouthshire. 
We have now the heavy strain of a war 
which was inevitable but unforeseen, and 
which, being unforeseen and unprepared 
for, has cost twice as much as it ought to 
have done. The principal excuse for the 
measure is that of agricultural depression. 
I do not laugh at agricultural depression 
at all. It is still, I suppose, rather severe. 


It was most acute up to 1895 or 1896, | 


and it was principally due to the fall in 
prices, which affected manufactures 
as well as agriculture. When agricul- 
‘tural depression is so severe that suffi- 
cient capital is not put into the land to 
make a return, or land becomes derelict, 
then I say that agricultural depression 
becomes a national concern, and it is a 
national loss. But I say again in regard 
‘to that matter, that to attempt to relieve 
agricultural depression by a measure 
which gives least where most is wanted 
is no relief at all. At this particular 
time when agriculture was so depressed, 
there was also intense depression in many 
of the manufacturing industries. Coal 
was at a very different price from that 
of to-day ; it was very shortly after the 
great coal strike. Very few of our great 
iron companies were paying dividends, 
‘and in those cases the dividends were very 
‘small. In regard to one trade, of which 
‘to my sorrow I know something, the 
cotton trade, the dividends of the joint 
stock companies which publish their 
returns in Oldham had only averaged 
24 per cent. for fifteen years up to 1895, 
and the losses for the years 1895-6, so far 
as I remember, averaged something like 
£300.000 per annum, which means that, 
in addition to making no return at all, 
these joint stock companies were losing 
about 4 per cent. or 5 per cent. of their 
capital. Things have been better since 
then, but even now I do not suppose the 
Oldham mills have made a greater return 
than 3 per cent. or 34 per cent. for twenty 


Mr. Emmott. 
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(years. There is a great falling off at the 
| present time. The future of some of our 
‘industries is looking very black, and the 
curtailment of the production of the 
cotton industry is already being dis- 
cussed. 

It has been roundly asserted that 
all the benefit of this Act has gone 
to the farmers. I think it is quite im- 
possible to gauge how much has gone to 
the farmers and how much to the land- 
lords during the past five years, but, at 
any rate, the longer the measure con- 
tinues in operation the less goes to the 
farmer. I will not stop to argue the 
point, because I am supported in that 
view by all economic authorities. We 
are often challenged to produce cases. | 
will venture to give one in which I am 
interested. I happen to be trustee for 
one or two estates in which there is 
agricultural land—I am speaking par- 


ticularly of a case in Cheshire in 
regard to the farms of which the 
tenants have not changed, and _ in 


those cases 1 admit the whole of the 
benefit has gone to the tenant. But in 
regard to one farm there was a change of 
tenant, and I as a trustee was bound, on 
the advice of my agent, to raise the rent. 
We obtained an increased rent, and in 
fixing that rent we naturally took into 
account the benefit given by this Act. 
If I had adopted any other course I should 
have been wanting in my duty to my 
cestut que trust. If this Act is made 
permanent, as hon. Members opposite 
desire it to be, the whole benefit will 
eventually go to the landlords. I have 
been speaking of the grounds on which 
the measure was advocated in the past. 
The case to-day is different. The country 
is in a very serious financial condition. I 
venture to say that if this measure had 
not been passed five years ago no re- 
sponsible Government would have dared 
to propose it now. Another altered 
circumstance is that the Royal Commis- 
sion has reported. There is no proposi- 
tion in that Report to rate personalty as a 
whole. To broaden the basis for rating 
purposes is not feasible. I take it that 
that plan has gone for ever, and I am glad 
of it. I was certain it was a will-o’-th- 
wisp. But what the Commission states 
in all sections of the Report is that a 
larger measure of Imperial subventions 


should be given to the relief of the rate- 
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{29 JuLy 1901} 
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payers, whether they are in town or in { of £2,000 in. the year. I really think 
country. They also agree that, at any | that is a most ludicrous instance to be 


rate, as regards some measure, if not the | quoted in a Report of this gravity. 
Sir Edward Hamilton and Sir | 
George Murray recommend as regards | 
the whole practically—regard should | 
be had to population and poverty. If) 
regard is had to population and poverty | 
as judged by the rateable value per head | 





whole 


of the population, I venture to say that 


the towns will get more than the country. | 


I want for a moment to look at one or | 


two matters in these Reports. We have 
been told on the highest authority that 
Parliament ought not by any means to 
feel itself bound to carry out the recom- 
mendations of any Commission it may 
appoint. Lord Salisbury in another 
place has told us of the constitutional 


You 
are asked to. believe that a farmer was 
paying on.an assessment of £4,200 a year 
when the total produce of his farm was 
only £2,000 a year, out of which he had. 
to pay everything. Another case is that 
Mr. James Stratton, and it is stated in 
his own. words— 


“Tt seems very unfair that myself, for in-- 


| stance, with 1,000 acres, giving healthy employ- 


ment to a dozen labourers, should be rated upon: 
£1,000, whereas my neighbour giving dangerous. 


}and unhealthy employment to two and three 


hundred people, should be rated upon his house,. 


| and upon his buildings, perhaps upon £100.a 
| year and he should be making £5,000 or. £6,000) 


danger of imagining that Commissions | _exal 
| worth inquiry, but I would.ask in what 


are appointed to present Reports on which 


it is the duty of Parliament to act. It | 


seems to me that Royal Commissions are 
very much like bishops: we quote them 
when they suit our purpose, and we dis- 
regard them when they do not. 


The | 


Majority Report complains rather bit- | 


terly of the misrepresentation to which 
this Agricultural Rating Act has been 
subjected. 
that Act should have been passed in 1846, 
when protection was done away with. 
They then proceed to show that com- 
plaints were as loud in 1836 as they are 
at present. As a matter of fact, rates 
were higher in the country at that time, 


They appear to think that | 


| but he did not know at all. 


and, without wishing to say anything | 
unpleasant, I am bound to state that | 


agriculturists have always managed 
to make their complaints heard. The 
first quotation given from 1836 is the case 
of Mr. Samuel Goodman. He says— 


“There are many shopkeepers living in this | 
country who, perhaps, pay £20 or £30 a year | 
for their house, and their returns in business | 
will be £3,000 or £4,000, and they pay to the | 


support of the poor and to country rates and | 


| 


highway rates about 20s. a year; and there is | 


a farmer in the parish turning about £2,000 a 
year that pays £150 or £200 a year. 

Supposing a tradesman’s assessment was 
£24 a year, and the rates, say, 10d. in the 
£, he would pay 20s. a year. If the rate 
of 10d. was also what the farmer paid, 


and you average the amount paid by the | 


former—which is here given as from 
£150 to £200—at £175, the rent of the 
farmer would be £4,200, which you are 
asked to believe he paid out of a turnover 





a year and I should be losing £500 or £600.” 
If that example were right it might be 


corrugated iron monstrosity would it be 
possible for a manufacturer to house two: 
or three hundred workpeople and be 
rated on only £100 a year? The thing is 
practically out of the question. This 
farmer was asked’ what he paid in rates, 
I: believe he 
sent in a return showing that on one 
farm he had been rated on £700 in 1872 ; 
his rates then were £80, and they had 
decreased to about £34 in 1893. There- 


fore it was obvious that if he was losing 


£500 or £600 a year it was because he 
was paying too much in rent rather than 
too much in rates. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: I happen to know 
that case, and I can assure the hon. 
Member that Mr. Stratton’s rent is very 
very small. Indeed, I think he said so 
before the Commission. 


*Mr. EMMOTT: His rent, I think, 
was about lls. anacre. There isa table 
in the Report given on the authority of 
Mr. John Speir, of Newton, near Glas- 
gow. Mr. Speir appears from his memo- 
randum. to be one of those gentlemen 
whose facts are somewhat doubtful.,. 
whose inductions are far from being 
above suspicion, and whose guesses are 
absolutely wild. At page 35 he has a 
table in which he endeavours to show 
that agrculture is paying much more 
than manufacturing or trading or labour. . 
The table is vitiated by the idea that 
property, not people, pays.. But that- 
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iis a small matter, about which we need | of Sir Edward Hamilton and Sir George 
not trouble. The reliability of the Murray. Ifthe principles there set forth 
figures may be judged by the fact that | are applied to the amounts paid by and 
‘he says w ool and cotton mills are rated paid to a medium-sized town it will be 
on all their machinery. They have to, seen that the medium-sized towns are 
pay quite enough, but I am thankful to very badly treated. There are four 
say they are not rated on all their counties mentioned as receiving 5s. &d, 
machinery. This table appears to be | independently of the Agricultural Rating 
an estimate on the net income of the) Act, and 2s. 33d. under the Act, or 
amount of rates paid by individual | 7s. 113d. altogether. There are eight 
people. With regard to farming, I will typical towns set forth on the same page 
leave the matter as he states it, although, | which receive in Imperial subventions 
in my opinion, if you are going to test only 2s. 9d. per head. Then there is 
the amount of rates paid on farm land, the comparison with the town of Oldham, 
you must add the rent to the farmer’s | which I have the honour to represent, 
profits to arrive at any fair result. to which reference was made by the hon. 
Member for the Pudsey Division, and 
about which I need say no more. On 


{ wish to‘come to the manufacturing | 
figures. I do not know what manu- : é 
‘facture Mr. Speir was speaking of, but Page 136 there is a statement of what, 
I will take a typical case of an Oldham | iM the opinion of Sir Edward Hamilton 
cotton mill. A mill with £150,000 and Sir George Murray, ought to be paid 
capital would be assessed at about £3,000 ; under a fair division to the unions of 
it would pay in rates about £1,000 a Oldham and Garstang respectively in the 
year, and its average return at 4 percent. Same county. There it is shown that, if 
and that is all they have made for the Oldham received what in the opinion 
last twenty vears—would be £6,000, ofthese two gentlemen of great authority 
So that, instead of the rates being 1°5 per it is entitled to, it woulc receive not 
cent., as Mr. Speir states, they would be £7,071 but £24,073. If it received that 
16 per cent., on the calculation I have subvention it would mean a reduction 
made. and which I believe is a fair of rates by 8d. inthe £1. If in addition 
calculation. That applies only to the it paid its proportion of the cost of the 
‘eotton trade, but one must give agricultural relief as recommended by 
examples which are familiar to those two experts—only one quarter 
one’s self. I think. after such cases Of the onerous rates, instead of one half 
as these, the Commissioners have Of the whole rates as at present—the 
been a little unwise in speaking about tates would be relieved of another 13d. 
misrepresentation. They are a little or 2d.; so that altogether my con- 
‘unfair, too, in the manner they quote Stituency would receive on such a division 
Mr. R. H. Dawe. then town clerk @M assistance in rating which would 
of jHull. Mr. Dawe is the author of a @mount to about 10d. in*the £. I 
‘scheme such as is recommended by Lord trust I am not labouring the case of 
Balfour of Burleigh, Sir Edward Hamil- Oldham too much. There is no one 
ton, and Sir George Murray in their) in the House who is less inclined to 
Reports—a scheme of fairer division | thrust the affairs of any Little Pedling- 
which would help the towns. In regard ton on the attention of the House of 
to this matter I want to say that Iam | Commons; but Oldham, both in regard 
not at all blind to the case that can be | to its cotton and its machinery, which 
made for special relief to agricultural | are its great manufactures, is dependent 

‘land. I think the claim for some relief | n its export trade, in which it is com- 
is a fair one. but I think the claim of | peting with all the world, and it is a 
al! ratepayers for some relief is a fair | typical case of the injustice of the present 
one. I want to see a more equitable| system to urban ratepayers of the 
division of the money now paid, as/ distribution of Imperial subventions. 
under such a division the towns would | Willing and ready as I am to act fairly to 
benefit, and they might reasonably | agriculture, and freely as T acknowledge 
acquiesce in some extra measure of | that agricultural land as compared with 
relief to agricultural land. The case is | dwelling houses did in the past rightly 
best made out at page 131, in the Report | demand relief, I cannot and will not 


Mr. Emmott. 
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rest satisfied while only one kind of | explain what it is that we have to con- 


owner and occupier obtains justice, 
and while our great industrial centres, 
upon which the prosperity of this country 
chiefly rest, are left uncared for and with 
wrongs unredressed. 


*Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) : I 
approach this question from rather a 
different standpoint than anyone who 
has yet taken part in the debate, having 
been a member of the Royal Commission, 
and being prepared to take my share of 
responsibility for the Majority Report. 
For my part, I think all these questions 
of local taxation—although I do not wish 
to speak so cock-surely as some hon. 
Gentlemen opposite—are infinitely diffi- 
cult, and all I claim in support of what I 
am going to say in reference to the 
Report of the majority of the Com- 
missioners is that to the best of our lights 
and views we believe that what we there 
set forth is true and right as regards the 
question of local taxation in this country. 
Let me remove a misapprehension which 
at present exists. We are not here dis- 
cussing what I may call the ultimate or 
final reform of local taxation. The 
Majority and Minority Reports are agreed 
that any ultimate or final reform of local 
taxation must have special regard to the 
needs of our urban districts. I am not 
going to discuss this point for one 
moment ; | think it is rather beyond 
the present question. I am not going to 
discuss whether the form of relief sug- 
gested by the Majority Report or that 


suggested by the Minority Report would | 


give most to the urban districts. But I 
can say this—and I am now speaking on 
behalf of those who signed the Majority 
Report—that our view is that the scheme 
there laid down will give the maximum 
of reform and the maximum of grant 
or subvention to the urban districts, 
as much as in the plan in the Minority 
Report, although I speak with the 
greatest respect of Sir Edward Hamilton 
and Sir George Murray. I wish to point 
out to the House that there is practically 
no difference as regards the root principle 
between the Majority and the Minority 
Report. A mistake has been made by 
various hon. and learned Members oppo- 
site, because they have not seen the 
principles which are involved. Before I 
deal with the principles involved, let me 


right and just. 


| sider, and what it is that we tried tc con- 


sider upon the Royal Commission. The 
question was, what scheme of local taxa- 
tion is necessary in order that you 
may have an equitable contribution 
from the various sources in respect of 
which we draw our contribution for the 
purposes of local taxation? It is not a 
question of the country on the one side 
and the town on the other. We had to 
consider a much broader question, and 
we gave the answer which will be found 
in the Majority and the Minority Reports. 

Before I deal with these principles, let 
me mention two or three of the fallacies 
which are always trotted out when we 
are discussing a question of local taxation, 
and no matter how often they are refuted 
the same old fallacies are always attri- 
buted to us. The hon. Member who 
moved the Amendment said that this 
question of rating was being dealt with 
in regard to the depression of a 
particular industry. That is an abso- 
lute fallacy, and’ on my own behalf, 
and on behalf of the other members 
of the Royal Commission, I say that 
we would not, for one moment, have 
listened to the plea for special rating as 
regards any particular industry because 
it happened to be in a state of depression. 
This is an entire fallacy, and if you once 
start upon rating from that point of view 
you will be sure to get in a most hopeless 


muddle. 
Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: That 


was the argument of the hon. Member 
for Basingstoke. 


*Mr. CRIPPS: I differ from that view, 
and I think that my hon. friend has been 
misunderstood. On the Commission we 
considered all these matters, and we came 
to certain conclusions, and surely I am 
entitled to put forward those conclusions. 
Let me take another fallacy. People are 
very fond of trotting out the hereditary 
fallacy, but I would remind the House 
that much of what we are dealing 
with now is of recent growth. Many 
of the rates to which the Agricultural 
Rates Act applies are comparatively 
of recent growth, and the hereditary 
principle is not really applicable, be- 
cause it is merely a question of what is 


What do hon. Members 
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opposite say in regard to the Act of 1840 
which exempted all the stock in trade 
in this country, although that trade had 
been liable? [An Hon. MemBer: They 
never paid it.| It was paid in some cases, 
and it was found that they were liable 
to pay it on the hereditary principle, but 
the manufacturers came to this House 
and got the Act of 1840 passed, and it has 
been renewed from year to year. Take 
the next fallacy of the hon. Member oppo- 
site in regard to town and country. 
Because the town is rated higher than 
the country he seems to draw from that 
the deduction that the town is unfairly 
rated as compared with the country. 
If the hon. Member had studied and 
appreciated what is laid down by the 
Royal Commission I do not think that he 
would have made a statement of that 
kind. It is a very complicated question 
to ascertain what their relative liabilities 
are; but, at any rate, a mere broad 
statement of figures is no test at all. The 
large rate in towns includes many things 
which apply only to towns,such as sewage 
and improvement charges, which go up to 
the amount of the rate. It is quite 
sufficient for my purpose to take the 
sewage rate. Is that a matter which can 
be fairly compared with a country dis- 
trict, where the farmer has to dispose of 
his own sewage on his farm? Everyone 
who tries to get at the kernel of this 
matter must realise that you cannot, in 
group form, compare the two rates. 
There is another matter which you 
must never lose sight of, particularly in 
regard to rates under the Agricultural 
Ratings Act and the Tithes Rates Act, 
and that is the ability to pay. Everyone 
knows that the towns are richer than the 
country districts in the aggregate, and 
there is no doubt that if you take what 
is paid in the town in proportion to the 
income, it is less than what is paid 
in the country in proportion to the 
income. That is the true test. Sup- 
posing one man is paying 6d. out of £1, 
and another is paying Is. out of £10, 
which of these people do you suppose 
bears the heaviest burden? I should 
have thought that after all the researches 
which the hon. Member has made he 
need not have gone into this archive of 
fallacies. What was the next suggestion 
which he made? The hon. Member 
went into the rateable value per head of 


Mr. Cripps. 
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| the population. Surely he must have 
' known that you cannot take a worse 
test thanthat. Take a very poor district, 
so poor that it is almost depopulated, 
There you get a very high rateable value, 
and the more the district is depopulated 
the higher the rateable value becomes, 
And yet the hon. Member has referred 
to this matter as if it were really a test 
to apply to rateable value. 

The hon. Member also talks about the 
difference between poor and rich land, 
Now if land is the subject matter which 
is entitled to be rated in a particular 
way, what does it matter whether it 
happens to be rich or poor land? You 
do not rate the premises of a cotton 
spinner who is prosperous in a different 
way to the premises of a cotton spinner 
who is not prosperous. What you are 
rating is a commodity or some subject 
matter, and whatever the character of 
the man may be, whether he be rich or 
poor, it must apply to all cases. With 
regard to occupying owners, we con- 
sidered most carefully whether we could 
find any definition of the ultimate inci- 
dence of local taxation. There is no 
general principle involved. You have to 
consider what the conditions are in each 
case in order to see whether a particular 
occupier or owner will get the benefit. 
It is merely a question of justice, and it 
really does not matter which party gets 
it. I believe that in 99 per cent. of the 
cases the occupier has got the advantage. 
But if the landlord had got every penny 
of it, I should still argue in the same way. 
It does not matter whether the one 
party or the other gets it, because the 
question is whether the subject matter 
is rated at its proper value or not. It 
is a great mistake to be everlastingly 
raising this question as one between 
occupier and owner. In a certain sense 
this is almost an insoluble question, 
because you cannot deal with it upon any 
general principle, but it makes no differ- 
ence in principle whether it goes to the 
landlord or not. I believe that under 
the present conditions of agriculture 
it does go to the occupier, although the 
hon. Member for Oldham has given us 
one illustration to the contrary. 

My aim is to deal with the matter as 
one of principle. I refuse to go into matters 
of detail. You get confused in matters 
of detail. ‘That is what the Royal”Com- 
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mission did. They went into matters of | fair assessment as between one class of 
detail. I will merely lay down the result) property and another, and apply the 


arrived at, and tell you why we did it. 
The hon. Member for Pudsey rather un- 


principle of classification, that is the 
fairest division we could make. I admit 
worthily touched upon the constitution | that it is impossible to have an absolute 
of the Royal Commission. I say nothing | arithmetical calculation in that matter, 
of the Members of this House who! but there is this remarkable fact that 
happened to be on the Commission, but | every member of that Commission, 
I think it was hardly fair to speak in the | whether Radical or Conservative, whether 
way the hon. Member did of a gentleman | he represented a town or country district, 
who in my opinion is the greatest autho-| came to the conclusion that you must 
rity in this country on matters of rating | have classification as regards these pro- 
and local government—I mean Sir John perties, and that the proper classification 
Hibbert. I am sure the right hon. | was to assessat one-half, It seems to me to 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver-| be quite unnecessary to go back into the 
hampton will concur with me in that. | evidence which made us come to that 
Sir Edward Hamilton and Sir George} conclusion, because I understand that 
Mr. Smith, Mr. Clare, Mr. Dalton, and Mr. | hon. Members opposite think the Report 
Elliott believed in the rating principle | of Sir Edward Hamilton and Sir George 
of the Agricultural Rating Act. It was Murray is to be commended. Let ath 
unworthy to attack men who are not deal with the other branch of the su bject 
here to defend themselves. I am per-| for a moment. Where you have what is 
fectly certain that, apart from what I) ,nown as beneficial expenditure there is 
may call mere discussion in this House, | classification, and land is only rated at 
no hon. Member, whatever he may think | one-fourth its value. The members of 
ot what has been done by the Royal the Commission all agreed that every 
Commission, and whether he agrees’ case that came under the Agricultural 
with the Report or not, would think of | Rating Act,with the exception of payment 
following the unworthy example of the for district roads, was a case of onerous 
hon. Member, and suggesting that anyone payment, and therefore there ought to be 
who signed the Report was not convinced | 4 jalf-assessment, because the land was 
of the truth of its statements. What is jess able to bear burdens than other 
the first step you have to take in order pateable property. The hon. Member 
ag see whether + system of local taxation | went into long details, which I thought 
is fair or not : You have to consider irrelevant matter, but I have not heard a 
the purposes for which the money raised single Member on the other side say that 
: to be expended. All the members of | the Royal Commission were wrong in this 
the Commission were agreed that certain | matter, and there you get up to a certain 








services undertaken by local authorities 
were of a national or onerous character. 
They went further, and said that as a 
matter of theory the whole of the ex- 
penditure for these services ought to be 
found by the national Exchequer. As 
regards this expenditure, the Commission 
said there ought to be classification of 
properties if the burden was to be dis- 
tributed equitably and fairly as between 
ratepayers, and that land ought only to 
pay one-half of its rateable value. That 
is the root principle of the Agricultural 
Rating Act. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) : 
Why one-half ? 


*Mr. CRIPPS: I will tell the hon. and 
learned Gentleman. If you try to get a 


VOL. XCVIII. 


[FourTH SERIES. | 


| point, an absolute and full justification 
|of the Agricultural Rating Act. It is a 
necessary element in a scheme of local 
| taxation reform, and if you were not to 
| pass or repass this Act at the present 


| moment you would put back indefinitely 


the cause of the retorm of local taxation, 
'more particularly as regards urban 
districts. I absolutely agree that assist- 
ance from the State should only be given 
in respect to onerous services. What is 
the ease as regards the equity between 
'the ratepayer and the taxpayer? Weall 
\ found on the Royal Commission that if 
this matter were dealt with on more 
equitable considerations the whole ex- 
pense of these onerous services, apart 
from local administration, should come 
out of the national Exchequer. 


S 
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Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : In town) are entitled to the remission which the 


and country ! 


*Mr. CRIPPS: The hon. Member says 
in town and country, and I will assume 
it. I think he is perfectly right, but 
what I am pointing out is that if in taking 
certain onerous services off agricultural 
land you put them on other ratepayers 
you would not be dealing with the diffi- 
culty, but you would be increasing the 
wrong. [An Hon. MemsBer: That is the 
recommendation of both Reports.] The 
hon. Member, I am afraid, has only read 
the Reports superficially. In time we 
may arrive at such a state of theoretical 
perfection. In a hundred or a thousand 
years time we may arrive at that point. 
I am not concerned to deny that. But 
we have to look at these as practical 
matters of everyday life, and looking at 
the Agricultural Rating Act which we 
have to put in force now, what could be 
more unfair in town or country districts 
than to put the charge on the other rate- 
payers? He thinks that in the town it 
would be a comparatively small burden, 
whereas in the country it would be a 
comparatively large burden. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: Is it in 


the Report of the Royal Commission ? 


*Mr. CRIPPS: I will not re-answer the 
hon. Member. I have answered him 
already. I say that when you come to a 
time of perfection, and each man bears 
the burden that ought to be put upon 
him, we shall no longer have these diffi- 
culties and questions of adjustment. 
The point we are at now is whether this 
deficiency arising from the rating of 


agricultural land at one-half ought to be | 


made good by the national Exchequer or 
not. I say that the answer is that, the ser- 
vice being national, that is the fund from 
which you ought to get payment. We 
have heard it stated over and over again 
that this is a dole to a particular interest. 
Anyone who really considers the Report 
of the Royal Commission will find that 
this dole theory is exploded once and for 
all. In this same Bill there is a proposal 
regarding the tithes rent-charge. 
not ‘think that has been attacked. It 
ean be shown that on historical con- 


1 do| much better than that. 


| 


Act gives. This topic is an intricate one, 


| It must be approached as a rating topie 


purely and simply. The only question 
is whether in dealing with the particular 
subject-matter you are putting a fair 
assessment on it. After the conclusion 
to which the Royal Commission came it 
would be grossly unfair to agricultural 
land and to the owners of tithe rent 
charges attached to benefices if the Bill 
were not renewed. I regret that it is not 
renewed once for all. It is not a relief or 
a dole, but it is giving a man what he is 
entitled to on every principle of local 
taxation. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: The debate 
up to the present time has been exceed- 
ingly interesting. It has had two aspects; 
the one has been historical, and the other 
economical and prophetical. 1 cannot 
pass away from the historical part of this 
debate without one allusion to the re- 
markable speech made by the right hon, 
Gentleman the Member for Sleatord. It 
threw a most interesting light upon a very 
important epoch in English history. We 
have had a great many theories as to why 
the Government dissolved when they 
did, and a great many theories as to what 
was the course they ought to have pur- 
sued at the election; but until to-night we 
have had only one theory as to what was 
the issue tried at that election and the 
verdict given. Some of us were under 
the impression that perhaps the time 
for the dissolution was not happily 
chosen. Some of us were of opinion— 
I think the bulk of the country were of 
opinion—that the question put before 
them}was what policy they wished to be 
pursued in a great Imperial crisis, in- 
volving the issues of peace and war and 
the conduct and conclusion of that war. 


So strongly did the Government 
themselves feel that they put it 
distinctly to the constituencies as 


both a warning and an encouraging note 
that every vote given against the Govern- 
ment was a vote given in favour of the 
enemies of the Queen. There was, how- 
ever, a member of the Cabinet who knew 
The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford has 
told us to-night that the verdict of the 


siderations tithes attached to benefices country was taken on the Agricultural 
\ 
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Rating Act. There was, he said, an | 
appeal to the country on that subject. 
The country gave a final decision on that | 
issue. The Government, with its large | 
majority of 150, was returned, not on the | 
South African War, not on the policy of 
Lord Milner or the Colonial Secretary, 
but on this rating policy of the Govern- 
ment. Then, Sir, in those tragic tones | 
of which he is such an accomplished 
master, he warned the House as to the 
fearful consequences that would result if 
they were led away by the blandishments 
of my hon. friend the Member for Pudsey, 
and voted for this Amendment. He 
described a picture of such horror 
that I myself felt alarmed, as if we were 
about to commit some great crime. He 
said that if we deprived the landed interest 
of Great Britain of 1s. 1}d. in the pound 
of their rates a shout of execration would 
arise from every human being in the 
kingdom — the impoverished owners, 
ruined tenants, unfortunate labourers, 
and above all, the peasants of this country 
would feel that they had suffered a most 
cruel blow. I myself for a moment 
almost staggered under the weight of that 
terrific censure, like some prisoner who is 
hearing the sentence of death in the 
most impressive tones for some gross 
crime. If we depart from what I may 
call the right hon. Gentleman’s historical 
reminiscences as to the origin of this Bill, 
his singular commentary on the proceed- 
ings at the General Election, and his 
anticipations as to how the country would 
receive even so great a catastrophe as this 
Bill not being renewed for four years, 
we may then approach the more economic 
and ‘more argumentative speech of the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down, 
and who has defended, with great ability, 
—the ability of an advocate, not of a 
judge—the decisions of the Commission 
of which he was so distinguished a 
member. I will say in passing, with 
reference to that Commission, that I for 
one will neither criticise its composition 
nor its action. That Commission, as the 
right hon. Member for Sleaford well 


knows, was a Commission proposed by 
himself, not when the Bill was intro- 
duced, but when he was face to face with 
the shout of indignation—I will not say 
of execration, but of indignation—which 
arose from its own benches, from the 
members for theJlarge towns, who then 


{29 JuLy 1901} 
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protested against that Bill being made 
a permanent Bill, and before the Bill was 
brought on for Second Reading—{ Minis- 
terial cries of ** No.”” |}—he announced to 
the ilouse that the Bill was to be 
temporary and tentative measure, was 
only to last five years, and that previous 
to any final decision being come to a 
Royal Commission should be appointed 
to consider the whole question of local 
taxation. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: | am sure the right 
hon. Gentleman does not wish to mis- 
represent anything that occurred, but 
I am almost absolutely certain that the 
announcement of the Royal Commission 
was made on the introduction of the 


Bill. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman is right, and also 
that I am right. I do not think he 
announced it on the first evening of the 
introduction of the Bill, but at a later 
stage of the debate, on the First Reading. 
But, at all events, I was only speaking 
from memory, and if he says | am wrong 
I at once admit the correction. But he 
himself does not, 1 understand, dispute 
the fact that the Royal Commission was 
to be appointed in order to consider 
the whole question before any attempt 
at permanent legislation was made. 


CHAPLIN: I have found the 
passage, and it is absolutely accurate 
that I made the statement that there 
would be another Commission on the 
introduction of the Bill. 


Mr. 


HENRY FOWLER: The hon. 


*SIR 


‘Gentleman who has just sat down has 


been arguing for, and defending, not 
the Bill that is before Parliament, but 
another Bill altogether, which is to be 
brought in at some future day, and is to 
carry out the recommendations of the 
Commission. What did that Commis- 
sion do? I think the House, although 
it may be rather disappointed at the 
length of time that Commission occupied, 
will find no fault with the mode in which 
it carried on its inquiry. It sat sixty- 
four days, examined over 160 witnesses, 
its evidence and memoranda occupied 
2,323 folio pages, contained in seven 
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volumes, and | think it may be taken to 
be one of the most exhaustive inquiries 
ever made on the subject. I am not 
going to attempt to-night, and I am 
sure the House and the Government 
will not attempt, to pronounce an opinion 
on the findings of that Commission ; 
it is absolutely impossible. That Report 
was not in the hands of hon.. Members 
until the middle of May, and the questions 
raised in it are so grave, and the diffi- 
culties of the whole position of such 
importance, that it would be absurd 
for any of us to pretend to express any 
opinion. The hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Stretford is familiar with all the 
ins and outs of the Commission, and we 
see the traces of his Roman hand in the 
Report more distinctly after his speech 
than possibly we saw them before. But 
while I do not wish to detract from the 
research, the arguments, and the various 
characteristics of the Majority Report, | 
will venture to express the opinion that 
the Report of Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
and the Report of Sir. E Hamilton and 
Sir G. Murray stand out in bold relief 
from all the other Reports presented, 
and in the future I think controversy 
will rage round the arguments for and 
against local taxation drawn from that 
masterly summary in the Report I have 
alluded to. The hon. Member, while 
discussing a Bill which is not before us, 
pointed out what he called the root 
principle of this Bill, and not only what 
he called equitable contribution, but also 
the purpose for which local taxation 
was raised and should be applied. He 
stated, though I do not think the Govern- 
ment will accept that, that the National 
Exchequer should really find what was 
called the onerous taxation. “I am not 
going to argue an imaginary event. 
I do not think that such an imaginary 
Bill will ever come before this House, 


Agricultural Rates Act, 


but I will refer to what the hon. 
Member called the fallacies of this 
controversy, and especially the fal- 


lacies which he considered were con- 
tained in the speech of my hon. friend 
behind me. He _ repudiated most 
strongly, and I think most successfully, 
the idea that depression of any trade 
should enter into any question of rating 
or rating relief. But we had just 
listened for half an hour to a speech 
from one of the leading agricultural 


Sir Henry Fowler, 


{COMMONS} 








1896, Continuance Bill. 468 


members of this House, who put 
the whole question from first to last on 
agricultural depression. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Hampshire dwelt entirely on 
agricultural depression, prices, and costs,. 
and wound up by warning us as to what 
the present state of agriculture was. But 
the hon. Gentleman opposite repudiated 
that, so that I will not say a word about 
it. Then he attempted to repudiate, 
but not, I think, so successfully, what. 
he called the doctrine of hereditary 
burdens. My right hon. friend the 
Member for Sleaford, no doubt remem- 
bering the controversies of 1896, and 
how he was beset on the question of here- 
ditary burdens, took the opportunity 
of his present freedom from responsi- 
bility to repudiate any allegiance to 
the economic doctrines of the late First. 
Lord of the Admiralty, who was then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Well, 
it is all very well to say you do not believe 
in hereditary burdens, but has anybody 
ever answered either John Stuart Mill 
or Mr. Goschen on that point? Mr. 
Goschen only takes, I think, three rates 
as illustrating what he means, and he 


‘takes first the largest rate levied in this 


country, the poor rate ; every acre of land 
in this country for the last 300 years 
has been bought and sold, devised and 
settled, subject to the payment of the 
poor rate, and to say that the amount 
of that poor rate has not entered into the 
calculation of every man who bought 
and sold land is to ignore the very first 
principles of a bargain. The poor rate 
has been spoken of as a rate that has 
increased and varied, but the poor rate 
is at this moment less than it has ever 
been ; it is a decreasing burden in favour 
of the land owner. The other hereditary 
burden is the highway rate, and this 
has been a burden upon owners of 
land from the time of the Conquest. It 
is a permanent rent-charge, and these 
two burdens—the poor rate and the 
highway rate—are the first charges the 
State takes out of the value of property 
for these purposes. But the hon. 
Member who has just sat down has 
attempted to justify his contention about 
hereditary burdens by that very old, 
that worn, threadbare story about 
stock-in-trade being rendered liable for 


‘the poor rate by the Act of Elizabeth 


and the Act of 1840 being passed to: 
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« 
abolish it. But nobody knows better 
than the hon. Gentleman that the 


decisions of the judges had made the 
Act of Elizabeth absolutely unpro- 
ductive, and in 1840 Sir G. Cornewall 
Lewis, then Secretary to the Poor Law 
Board, said in his memorandum it was 
madness to attempt to go on levying a 
rate that could not be levied, and only 
touched a small portion of the property 
and left a vast mass of property which 
had sprung up since the days of Elizabeth 
absolutely untouched. Nobody objected 
to the abolition. 


An Hon. Mempber: Why is the Act 
made annual ? 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: Why is the 
Ballot Act made annual? It was made 
annual, as other Acts have been made 
annual, fer no reason. It is one of the 
absurdities and anomalies of our legisla- 
tion, that when we have not the courage 
to pass an Act out and out we make it 
temporary, and then it is renewed every 
year. Then the hon. Member alluded 
to the difference of rates between 
town and country, and here again, if he 
will allow me to say so, he was betrayed 
into the use of two words that should not 


have passed his lips—gas and water. He 
must know that every Commission, 


every Report of the Local Government 
Board, and every figure usedin these Re- 
ports, exclude gas and water altogether. 
When you say you pay so much more in 
town and speak of gas and water, these 
are not included; there is no question 
about that. In reference to sewage, there 
is expenditure that does not occur in the 
country, but I do not like to hear sanitary 
arrangements for the rural districts pooh- 
poohed. They are as necessary in the 
country as they are in towns, and I do 
not like to hear rural sanitary authorities 
spoken of with contempt, and of the 
sanitary rate as if it should not be taken 
into consideration. Then, said my hon. 
friend, ability to pay is another fallacy. 
He says the town is richer ; but it is not 
the towns that pay, the ratepayers in the 
towns which pay—and remember the 
burden of the rates in the towns does not 
fall on the large manufacturers, nor on 
the wealthy shopkeepers, it falls on the 


rank and file in the towns who have to } 


{29 Juty 1901} 


pay a very considerable portion of this amount the right hon. Gentleman the 





1896, Continuance Bill, 470 
increased expenditure. But the argu- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman really was 
upon the principle of rating, and he, 
therefore, touched upon the ultimate 
incidence of rates as between owner and 
occupier. I should agree with a great 
deal of what he said and with much of 
the Report of the Commission on the 
principle of rating, but then this is not 
a rating Bill, it is a relief Bill. The Bill 
gives relief to a certain class of ratepayers 
because, for some reason, it is assumed 
that they are entitled to relief from the 
State. Now, I ask the House to consider 
what this amounts to. The root prin- 
ciple—borrowing the phrase of the hon. 
Member—the root injustice of local taxa- 
tion is that it is levied on one description 
of property only, on real property ; it is 
not levied on personal property. That 
inflicts a great injustice on farmers, land- 
owners, shopkeepers, and manufacturers. 
It is an injustice, but you draw a dis- 
tinction between town and country for 
the purpose of showing that the evil is 
more oppressive in the rural than in the 
urban districts. Now, how do the local 
rates fall? The rateable value of the 
whole country last year as contained in 
the Report of the Local Government 
Board, and confirmed by these Blue- 
books, was 1754 millions. I speak, of . 
course, of England and Wales. The 
rateable value of agricultural land is over 
24 millions, and of’ buildings and other 
hereditaments rated, 1504 millions. 
Therefore, in dealing with this relief, 
you are dealing simply with 24 millions 
of rateable property. Now, what was 
the rate last year? I prefer taking the 
statement of the Royal Commission 
just reported, confirmed as it is by 
the Local Government Board, instead 
of the statement of the hon. Member 
for North Hampshire. It is always 
better, if you ean, to isolate London 
from the rest of the community, and in 
London the average rate was 5s. 74d., 
and the average rate in the country out- 
side London was 4s. 7d. ; that gives a 
total inclusive average of 4s. 97d. No 
manipulation of figures can make it 
more or less, and the taxation levied by 
rates last year was something nearer 40 
than 39 millions. Now, what is the 
relief to agricultural rates? Let us look 
at the naked figures and see what is the 
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Member for Sleaford exalted to such a 


height in the course of his speech. The 
rate on agricultural land is 2s. 23d 


There can be no argument about that; 
that has been settled by the Local Govern- 
ment Board asthe sum which, under the 
Act of Parliament, they have taken as the 
assessable value of every yard of land in 
the country. When an hon. Member 
talks about 6s. he refers to an isolated 
case, but the average rate in 1899 was 
2s. 2hd., and the half of that is 1s. 14d., 
which is paid out of the Estate Duty, and 
out of the Consolidated Fund for the bene- 
fit of ratepayers who are paying a sum 
amounting to something under 23 
millions, out of a rateable value of 175 
millions, paying 40 millions in local 
taxation. To these fortunate or unfor- 
tunate people, who pay a little more than 
2} millions out of 40 millions, and whose 
property is only 24 millions out of 175 
millions, you are handing over from 
Imperial sources £1,344,000. That is 
the question the House has to decide. 
There is no more root principle in that 
than in putting a sovereign into the 
charity box. The Imperial Exchequer, 
on the ground of the peculiar position of 
the gentlemen who pay this £2,600,000, 
gives them £1,344,000 towards it. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleatord, with his enormous experience on 
agricultural matters and familiarity with 
land, tells us that the prosperity and 
salvation or the ruin of the owners, 
occupiers, and cultivators of 27 million 
acres depends upon their getting 1s. 1d. 
per acre from the Imperial Exchequer. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I was referring to 
the poor, small, struggling people whose 
life at the present time is a constant 
struggle to make both ends meet. 


*Str HENRY FOWLER: I have no 
doubt that there are more struggling 
people in the large towns. But why 
should this relief be given? I do not 
go into the economic doctrines which the 
hon. and learned Member for Stretford 
has laid down. I say in the first place 
that the burden is greater in the towns 
than in the country. And why are the 
people in the country who pay two and a 
half millions to have this preference over 
those who pay the thirty-six millions in 
the towns? I say again the burden is 
Sir Henry Fowler. 


{COMMONS} 





1896, Continuance Bill. 


greater in the towns than in the country, 
The average rate in the towns is some- 
thing like 5s. in the £ ; the burden is not 
only greater, but the increase in the 
rates has been greater. I do not think 
that the hon. Member has sufficiently 
appreciated that fact. Let me recall to 
the House what Mr. Goschen reported 
thirty years ago. He reported that the 
local rates in this country in 1841 were 
£8.000,000, and in 1868, the date of his 


Report, they were £16,500,000. He 
reported that of the increase of 


£8,000.000, £2,000,000 were Poor Law 
expenditure, £5,500,000 new rates in the 
towns, and only half a million on the 
highway and the county rate. When I 
dealt with the subject many years after 
that, I took the Report down to 1891, 
and the £16,500,000 had run up to 
£28,000,000. That has never been im- 
pugned. Ten millions and three-quarters 
of that increase were purely metropolitan 
and urban, and only three-quarters of a 
million was increase in the rural districts. 
The House will recollect that there is 
hardly any town of importance where 
the rates are not over 7s. in the £, and 
when you give relief on account of the 
pressure of rates on a specific class of 
ratepayers—I do not want to exclude the 
agricultural ratepayer—you should also 
remember that the urban ratepayer has 
an equal claim to that of the agricultural 
ratepayer. The argument that the agri- 
cultural ratepayer only is entitled to 
receive relief I dismiss altogether as un- 
worthy of consideration. Another fallacy 
pointed out by the hon. Member is that 
not only is this relief given in this unfair 
manner as between the urban and 
country districts, but unfairly as between 
themselves. The hon. and learned Mem- 
ber laughed at the idea of richer and 
poorer land. I wonder whether the hon. 
Member for the Chelmsford division ot 
Essex will admit that Essex ought to 
have no greater relief than Middlesex, 
or that land which lets at £4, £5, or £6 
an acre ought to have the same propor- 
tion of relief as land which lets at 11s. an 
acre? I have received a letter from a 
friend, a well-known Member of this 
House, whose name I will not mention, 
and he tells me that he had been making 
a calculation in respect of the amount of 
relief he had received under the Act of 
1896 upon land situated in a large city- 
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£500 or £600 an acre.”’ It had been let 
at £500 an acre as accommodation land. 
And he also told me that someone else 
had offered since £1,000 an acre for it. 
This is the poor, distressed agriculturist 
for whom relief is pleaded. He has got 
more relief on this ‘root principle,” 
which is defended by the hon. and learned 
Member, than the poor, struggling 
farmer in Essex or elsewhere. Is that 
defensible ? 
doubtedly.”] Hon. Gentlemen who say 
that will say anything. An hon. Mem- 
ber asked—* Why should you raise this 
question Just now when there is gencral 
depression and a greater increase of 
taxation, and why should you wish to 
deprive the poor farmer or the land- 
owner of this relief just now?” Has 
it occurred to the right hon. Member 
for Sleaford that the farming industry 
practically pays no income tax—[{An 
Hox. MEMBER: Because they make no 
income. |—that this impoverished class, 
whose rateable value is £24,000,000 on 
twenty-seven million acres, pays no 
income tax? Why? On account of 
the relief which my right hon. friend 
the Member for West Monmouthshire 
gave them when he provided that they 
should only be assessed on one-third of 
their rental. That is not very pleasant 


hearing for the struggling tradesmen in 


the large towns. Sir Alfred Milner 
showed before the Royal Commission 
that Schedule B of the income tax on 
farmers ‘‘is rapidly becoming a farce. 
Last year it only amounted to £190,000, 
and its tendency is still to diminish.” 
When he was asked at what point the 
farmer would begin to pay the income 
tax, Sir Alfred; Milner said that he 
must pay a rent of £487 12s. in 
order to be subject to the income tax at 
all. I am not going to argue against 
that, but [ say it is worthy of note at this 
time, when all other classes of the com- 
munity are being subjected to a con- 
siderable amount of taxation, when the 
income tax is being raised to 1s. 2d. in 
the £, and one industry still practically 
remains exempt from income-tax, it is 
one of those conditions of the case which, 


I think, should be taken into considera- | 


tion. I believe that this Report is an 
epoch-making Report. I am sure that 


it is the duty of the Government to take 


{23 JuLy 1901} 
He said, “‘I have just sold this land for | 


payers. 
personal property and make it pay its 
fair share of taxation. 


[Cries of ‘‘ Yes” and * Un- | 
Hamilton and Sir George Murray, full 
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that Report into their most careful 
consideration ; and a Government with 
such a majority is capable, if it chooses, 
of effecting a great reform in local taxa- 
tion, and of dealing with these crying 
evils as between all classes of ratepayers 
and all classes of people who are not rate- 
The problem is to get hold of 


No contribution 
to this question had been made of greater 
value than the Report of Sir Edward 


as it is of intricacies and difficult prob- 
lems ; and I think that the Government 
have acted wisely in not provoking a 
controversy at this time by attempting 
to make this rough-and-ready and un- 
workable scheme a permanent part of our 
fiscal system. They are right in making 
the Bill operative for four years only ; 
and that is a pledge on their part that, 
'as soon as practicable, they will come 
to the; House with a statesmanlike, 
wise, and judicious scheme to deal with 
the whole subject of local taxation. 


*THe PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
'Lone, Bristol, S.): The. right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down rallied 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Sleaford upon his speech, and rather 
ridiculed the suggestion he made that 
at the last General Election the question 
of agricultural rates was in any way 
before the constituencies. Ido not think 
that my right hon. friend suggested that 
the relief given to the agricultural rates 
was the main question before the con- 
stituencies, but hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite will remember that, 
_when the Rating Act and the Tithes Act 
were being passed through the House, 
they assured the Government that the 
electors would be reminded of those 
measures. I can answer for it that no 
stone was left unturned by the Liberal 
party in the elections in which I took 
part to bring home to the electors the 
meaning of the Agricultural Rating Act. 
I think my right hon. friend the Member 
for Sleaford was therefore justified in 
reminding the House that the prophecies 
so freely indulged in in 1896 had not 
been fulfilled. 
Now, it was with the greatest satisfac- 
_ tion that I heard the opinion expressed 
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by the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
when he was referring to the Reports of 
the Local Taxation Commission, and I 
think it is evident that no one who 
is prudent or who has taken the trouble 
to study this rating question would 
come to the House directly after the 
presentation of these Reports and 
attempt to pronounce a final opinion 
upon their relative merit and the schemes 
which they suggest. A great step in 
advance has certainly been made by the 
work of this Commission ; and I listened 
with the greatest regret to the comments 
on the Commission made by the hon. 
Member who moved the Amendment. 
Those comments have been referred to 
by the right hon. Member for Sleaford, 
and it is not necessary for me to say that 
they were quite undeserved. No Royal 
Commission has ever worked harder in 
endeavouring to solve a most complicated 
question, which has puzzled statesmen 
on both sides of the House. The Com- 
missioners brought the greatest ability 
and industry to their task, and each of 
them approached the question with an 
impartial and fair mind, determined to 
arrive at a justfconclusion. That being 
the predominant opinion as to the 
quality of the Commission and the 
result of their labours, it is a pity the 
hon. Gentleman indulged in the lan- 
guage he did. 

Now the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, in dealing with the so-called 
hereditary burdens, was not quite accu- 
rate in including among them the high- 
way rates. It has been forgotten that 
the highways have been dealt with 
in two different ways—first, by the 
Turnpike Trusts, and then by the relief 
given in 1878 and by the subsequent 
Acts of Parliament which went to the 
payment for the main roads. The right 
hon. Gentleman quoted two great 
authorities in support of his theory, but 
I'would ask the House this question: 
If we are to be met with the argu- 
ment of hereditary burdens, what reform 
is it possible for Parliament, for the 
Royal Commission, or for any other 
body of men to recommend or to carry 
out in the system of local taxation ? 
Here is the hereditary burden view: 
that these charges are hereditary to the 
land, so that although you are able to 
show that they constitute a heavy 
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burden, and that the occupier of rent- 
'charge pays more in respect of rates 
than he justly ought to, you must not 
deal with that injustice or relieve him, 
because such burdens are hereditary, 
and therefore these people must go on 
suffering from the injustice. The right 
hon. Gentleman has not attempted 
to deal with the facts put before the 
House by the Commission, by my hon, 
‘and learned friend the Member for 
Stretford, and by other speakers in this 
|debate, as regards the incidence of 
rating upon certain classes of property? 
He has told us that the larger amount 
of rates is paid by the urban dis- 
tricts—that in the urban districts 
the rates are 10s., or 9s., or &s., 
or 7s. in the £, and that in the rural 
districts they are only 2s. or 2s. bd 
That, I submit, has nothing whatever 
to do with the question we ask the 
House to consider to-night. Whether a 
man pays 10s. or 2s. 6d., what the 
House has to determine is what the pro- 
portion is that he as ratepayer is called 
upon to pay in return for the services 
rendered him by the local authority 
which levies the rates upon him. 
I submit that my hon. and learned friend 
the Member for Stretford was abun- 
dantly justified in his argument that the 
urban ratepayer enjoyed a full return 
for the money he pays, while the rural 
ratepayer, in addition to the rates he pays 
for the services rendered, the benefit of 
which is in his case very remote, has to 
pay a very considerable item, as private 
expenditure for services rendered, to 
the urban ratepaver. The right hon. 
Member said gas and water had been 
introduced, but those matters can be left 
on one side. There are many services 
from which the urban ratepayer directly 
benefits, which add not merely to the 
value and comfort of his home, but to the 
value of the labour by which he has to 
earn his living, and the same service has 
to be paid by the local ratepayer for 
himself in addition to what he pays tor 
rates. To compare the relative positions 
of the urban and the rural ratepayer 
solely by the amount of rates levied in 
their respective districts is to draw a com- 
parison between two things that are 
in themselves not comparable, and, in 
my judgment, to altogether mislead the 
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House as to the real merits of this ques- | 
tion. 

The right hon. Gentleman said that , 
this was not a rating, but a relief 
Bill, and [ entirely accept that description | 
with one qualification. It is both a rating 
and a relief Bill. It is a rating Bill 
because it deals with the burden of the 
rates to be borne by some classes of rate- 
payers. It is a relief Bill because it 
proposes, and in my opinion wisely and 
properly proposes, that the gap created | 
by this change in our rating system shall, 
in the future, in respect of the burdens 
already incurred, be borne by the State, 
and not by the other ratepayers in the 
locality. The right hon. Gentleman took 
both myself and the hon. Member for 
Stretford rather to task. He said the 
speech of the hon. Member for Stretford 
was not a speech for the Bill before the 
House, but for a Bill which? might at 
some future time be laid before it. The 
right hon. Gentleman suggested that the 
Government might say how far they 
accepted the view of my hon. and learned 
friend as to the proposals in the Report 
of the Commission. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman will agree that the proper 
course for the Government to take with 
regard to legislation for the future is to 
follow the advice he himself gave, and to 
wait until they have had time to examine 
these Reports very fully and carefully, and 
to ascertain what is the proper way in 
which to deal with this difficult question 
of local taxation. 


The decision of the Government that 
the operation of the Act shall be limited 
to four years appears to have changed | 
altogether the character of the debate 
we have had. I heartily congratulate 
myself on the decision we have come to, 
because it has changed the character of | 
the debate, which certainly deserves the 
description that has been given to it, that 
it has been in no sense acrimonious. It 
has been businesslike, and if that were 
the only return the Government are to 
get for the action we have taken, it was 
worth the doing. We have been told that 
there is no grievance in connection with 
the exemption of personalty from rating, 
that it could not be rated because it could 
not be found. I do not think that is the | 


only reason why personalty was ex- 
empted by Parliament in 1840. 


Some | 
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hon. Gentlemen opposite have argued 
as if the Government held the view 
that the only injustice in this matter 
was the one which is felt by the agricul- 
tural ratepayer or the tithe rent-charge 
payer. The Government have never held 
that view ; it was a view invented for us 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite. We have 


always held that the grievance was one 


between realty and personalty, but we 
have also held that the grievance of the 
owner or occupier of agricultural 


realty is a double one as compared 


with that of the owner or occupier 
of urban realty. Instead of the urban 
ratepayer grumbling because the rural 
ratepayer is relieved, he should see in 
that relief a first attempt to deal with 
this rating question, and should join 
with the owner or occupier of agricultural 
realty in an attack upon the common 
enemy—personalty—which ought to be 
brought to the relief of both. That is the 
view we have always adopted ; we held 
that view in 1896 when we advocated this 
measure to the House. I venture to call 
the attention of the House to some 
valuable figures, based on a Return issued 
by Lord Milner when he was at the Board 
of Inland Revenue, and since continued. 
It shows that the capital value of non- 
rateable property as between the years 
1894-95 and 1898-99 has increased by 
£1,032,000,000. The capital value of 
rateable property, exclusive of land, 
showed in the same period an increase of 
£264,000,000. But when vou take the 
capital value of land for the same period 
—and these figures include urban land— 
decrease of no less than 
£41,000,000 ; and yet it is this particular 
class of property upon which the special 
burden of local taxation is laid. Some 
hon. Gentlemen opposite have urged that 
since 1896 there has been an increase 
of rental obtained by the landlords in 
respect of this relief of agricultural rates. 
One hon. Gentleman has told us that 
as a trustee he had been compelled by all 
the laws of right and justice to increase 
the rent of his tenant by the amount of 
the relief which has been given to the 


ratepayers. 


Mr. EMMOTT said the Chancellor o 
the Exchequer had challenged the House 
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to give a single instance, and he had) stupid that I am unable to see why in the 
given a case as a trustee. | name of fortune, when we are measuring 
aman’s ability to bear a certain burden, 

ee oe | we may not have regard to his income. 
Mr. WALTER LONG : Of course, no-| I should have thought it was not only 
body had suggested there was not asingle | the proper but the simplest and most re- 
instance, but the vast majority of the | liable way of testing a matter of this kind. 
landlords have not taken this advantage. | The hon. Member has said we have no 
The figures relating to the rateable value | right to do this, and that it is the wrong 
pisaiitiiinisal en? See tie oeae 2008 | kind of illustration. That is not, however, 
ad : . the sort of answer we want from that side 
show that since 1896 the rateable value | of the House. It carries us no further. 
of agricultural land—which is taken from | Let the hon. Member show that what I 
the rental value—has decreased by no gave as facts are not facts, and let him 
less than £530,000 a year. And yet We| show that the incidence of taxation 
are told that, as a consequence of the falls heavier on the urban than it 
Agricultural Rates Act, the rents have qoes on the rural taxpayer. It will 
been raised. Now, Sir, in the short} je in the memory of the House that 
speech with which I introduced this! no attempt has so far been made to 
measure I gave to the House some dispose of the statement which I have 
simple figures showing the proportion | put before the House in regard to 
of rates paid by the different owners of | the agricultural ratepayer. All we are 
classes of property. The hon. Member | told is that jurban ratepayers pay 8s. 
for the Pudsey Division took me severely or 10s. in the pound, and rural rate- 
to task for taking these figures as an payers 2s. or 3s. Hon. Members opposite 
illustration of my opinion. I am sorry | jake merry over the sums quoted in the 
to have fallen under his displeasure, but | Report. I find nothing that is amusing 
I think I was absolutely justified, and I jn the statements made by Mr. Bowden 
will repeat the figures. The hon. Gentle-|j, 1836 or of anv of the witnesses. I 
man asked me why I did not take the know Mr. Stratton very well. He is a 
case of a shopkeeper or small trader. I) man of great ability, with a thorough 
have no objection to take such a case. knowledge of his profession ; a man of the 
My argument has been that the propor-} ytmost rectitude, and very well able to 
tions paid in respect of rates by the owner | gtate a case of this kind. It might be 
of personalty, the owner of tithe rent-| said that this was a hereditary burden, 
charge, and the owner of agricultural and that the owner or the occupier of the 
land are not equitable. In the typical Jand must continue to bear it. For what 
examples given, the owner of agri- jt ig worth that argument is a good one, 
cultural realty pays more than one-! pyt jt does not dispose of the position 
third of his income, the owner of tithe | taken up by the Government that, while 
rentcharge more than one-eighth, while | there is a claim for redress on the part of 
the owner of a house with an income of | urban realty, there is a double claim on 
£400 a year pays only 1-37th, if the rates | the part of the owner of agricultural 
be 6s. in the pound, and, of course, only | realty and tithe rentcharge, because the 
1-74th if he lives in a rural district and weight of the burden is far greater in 
they are 3s. The hon. Member condemns | the latter cases than in the former. It 
that form of illustration, but can he | does not get rid of the facts in the form 
instead show that the figures are inac-| jn which I have stated them, nor in the 
curate é ‘form in which they are to be found in the 
| Report of the Commission. It may be 

. ca | said that this is a hereditary burden, 

Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: The} and that the owner or occupier of the 
right hon. Gentleman has no right to} Jand must continue to bear it. For what 
introduce income into the question. | it is worth that argument may be a good 
‘one, but it does not dispose of the fact 

*Mr. WALTER LONG: I am sorry I| that, according to the Royal Commission, 
have not the hon. Member’s profound | the Government were justified in saying, 
knowledge on this subject. I am_ so/as we say now, that while there is a claim. 


Mr. Emmott. 
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for redress on the part of the owners of 
urban realty, as against personalty, 
there is a double claim on the part of the 
owners of agricultural realty and tithe 
rentcharge, because the weight of the 
burden is far greater in the latter case 
than in the former. That, I think, 
justifies the action which the Govern- 
ment took in 1896 in passing the Act, 
and in renewing it now. 





Let me call the attention of the House 
to some of the figures given in the 
Report of the Commission, which I 
contess am very much surprised have 


not been quoted before. On page 
14 there is a most interesting and 


valuable statement, which draws a com- 
parison between the incidence of Im- 
perial finance and local finance. It 
shows that the main contention of the 
Government in dealing with these ques- 
tions of agricultural rates is justified, 
namely, that while in recent years 
Imperial finance has more or less adjusted 
itseli to modern requirements and 
modern conditions, local finance has 
remained in exactly the same condition 
in which it was years ago, and that the 
burden still falls exclusively on one class 
of property. According to the Return, 
the contribution of rateable property 
towards Imperial finance was 17°6 per 
cent., and of non-rateable property was 
21-4 per cent. When we look to local 
finance, we find that rateable property 
contributed 82-8 per cent., and non- 
rateable property only 6:1 per cent. 
Coming to contributions of other sources 
of revenue, not connected with land, to 
Imperial and local finance, 61 per cent. 
is contributed to Imperial finance, and 
11-1 per cent. to local finance. I think 
that table in itself, without anything else 
justifies the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission and the action taken by the 
Government. What was the decision 
of the Royal Commission? It is un- 
necessary for me to refer to more than a 
few points. My hon. and learned friend, 
who was a distinguished member of that 
Commission, has made it clear in his 
most interesting and forcible speech 
what was the attitude of the majority of 
the Commission. The hon. Gentleman 


who moved the Amendment expects too 
much when he asks the House of Com- 
mons to disregard altogether the Report 
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‘of the majority, and to be guided entirely 
by the views of the minority. 1t has 
been suggested that there is a sharp 
distinction between the recommenda- 
tions of the Majority Report and the 
Minority Report. My hon. and learned 
friend stated what the majority of the 
Commission recommended. in both 
cases the treatment of the agricultural 
rating interests by the Government in 
the Rating Act has been amply justified. 
The sole difference is that the Minority 
Report did not include in the list otf 
onerous charges as many local charges 
as were included in the Majority Keport. 
I confess, for my part, 1 cannot under- 
stand how a distinction can be drawn 
between some of the onerous charges 
which the minority included in their 
Report and some which they excluded. 
Why it was thought right that the 
maintenance of a main road should be an 
onerous charge, and the maintenance of 
a highway should not, passes my com- 
prehension. Every hon. Member who 
is acquainted with the main roads and 
the highways of our country will con- 
firm my impression that it will be ex- 
tremely difficult for any individual, 
without a local guide, to find out tor 
himself which was a main road and 
which was a high read. As a matter 
of fact, there is no distinction between 
them, and I maintain that if the Com- 
mission recommended that relief should 
be given in respect of certain charges, 
and if they described those charges as 
onerous duties, they should include such 
matters as highways if main roads were 
included. Therefore the distinction 
between the Report of the minority and. 
the Report of the majority is so small 
that for the purposes of this Bill it may 
be discarded. 

We have been told, Sir, by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that this reliet 
is given to the agricultural interest at 


‘the expense of the towns, and the justifi- 


cation for that statement is that the gap 
which is created by giving this reliet to 
agricultural ratepayers is filled up by 
contributions from Imperial taxation. 
But here again we have the benefit of 
the criticism of those who are opposing 
us, because no one has ever suggested 
how the gap can otherwise be filled up. 
If it is accepted, and there is ne. 
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serious protest from the Opposition 
on the point, that the present  inci- 
dence of taxation on certain classes 
of property is unjust, and constitutes 
an unfair burden, does it not follow 
that we must in some way redress that 
grievance ; and if we relieve the burden 
on those who are unduly pressed, how 
are we to fill up the gap thus created 


unless we turn to the general taxpayer | 


and the general sources of revenue, in 
order to make them pay as part of the 
national charges what has hitherto been 
borne by the local taxpayer ? The method 
may not be the best we would like, but, 
at all events, it is the best that has been 
“suggested, and the Royal Commission, 
after the fullest consideration, was able 
to recommend none better or more satis- 
factory. That was the view which the 
Government acted on in 1896, and 
which we are acting upon now in asking 
the House to renew this Bill, which not 
only relieves the ratepayer to the extent 
of one half of his rates, but provides the 
money for filling up the gap out of the 
Imperial Exchequer. Hon. Members 
may condemn it, but, if they admit the 
grievance and the justice of remedying 
it, there is no other method known to 
us by which we can provide for the 
difficulty thus created. I do not know 
that any other serious objections have 
been advance to our proposal. We have 
been told—-although I think that it has 
been disposed of—that this relief will go 
into the pockets of the landlords. I 
gave the House just now some figures 
which showed pretty clearly that if the 
landlords get this money they must have 
got it in some surreptitious way which 
does not appear. But, after all, a little 
fact is worth a great deal of theory. My 
hon. friend behind me has reminded the 
House that every farmer in the country 
is pressing for this reform. I know hon. 
Members opposite have not a very high 
opinion of the intelligence of farmers. 
They always seem to suggest that the 
farmer is unable to take care of himself, 
and that the landlord can do exactly 
what he likes with him. But, at all 
events, the farmers have not had their 
hands tied behind their backs with re- 
gard to this rating question. They have 
been perfectly free to go for or against 
it, with the result that not only 
in this country, but in 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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where they examine these matters 
very closely, they have been unanimous 
in impressing upon the House of Com- 
mons by petition, and also upon my 
Department, that we should deal with 
this question again as we dealt with it 
in 1896. I believe that, so far from the 
farmers holding the view that the bene- 
fit goes to the landlords, they would, if 
consulted, not desire to impose any time 
limit at all on the Bill, but would prefer 
that it should be passed as a permanent 
measure. The farmers, however, would 
rather have the Bill as it stands than risk 
losing it; but they have no fear that, 
even if it were made a permanent 
measure, it would put money into the 
pockets of the landowners. 

However, even if some of this relief 
goes into the pockets of certain 
owners, who are they? Hon. Mem- 
bers opposite always speak as_ if 
the landlords were all owners of vast 
property, millionaire proprietors with 
huge estates. Do they not realise, has it 
never entered into their minds, that a 
large number, in fact the majority of 
the landowners in this couatry, are small 
owners, many of them occupying their 
own land? If there is to be a remedy, 
are we going to give it to the occupier, 
and refuse it to the man who is not only 
the occupier, but also the owner ! What 
special sin is there in being an 
owner of land; why is it so, that 
if an injustice is admitted, and a 
remedy provided, it is to be given to 
one man and denied to another, solely 
because he is a landowner? If this isa 
relief from a long standing injustice, | 
submit we have no right whatever to 
refuse the sanction of Parliament to a 
Bill of this kind because in the case of 
certain owners some benefit might be de- 
rived from it. That view, I may say, 
was very strongly held by the Member 
for Lincolnshire in 1896, when he de- 
clared his intention of voting for the Bill 


‘of that year on the ground that there 


were, he thought, 400 small proprietors 
in his own division, each one of whom 
would derive a direct benefit from the 
Bill, and that if nothing else justified 
him in voting for the Bill that tact 
would be sufficient in itself. Some 
thing has been said about the effect of 
I do not 
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admit for a moment that it was the in- 
tention of the Government when they 
brought this Bill in in its present form 
to place it on the Statute-book for all 
time in that form. I confess I should 
have been better pleased if I heard from 
hon. Gentlemen opposite what their 
views are as to whether this relief ought 
to be renewed, subject to the general 
treatment of the whole question. It 
has been impossible to-night to ascertain 
whether, if the whole rating question 
is to be dealt with, it would be their in- 
tention to include the agricultural in- 
terests in that relief or not. [Several 
hon. Members: Certainly.] I am very 
glad to hear that. At all events the 
object of the Government is to empha- 
sise the fact that they believe that 
the relief given in 1896 was justly 
and properly given, and that in any 
final settlement of the question that 
relief must be maintained. That was our 
object in 1896, and is our object now, and 
most certainly will be our object if it is 
our lot to deal with this question as a 
whole. In proposing the renewal of this 
measure now, we do so with the object of 
declaring that, at all events, for our part, 
we believe that the agricultural rate- 
payer and tithe rent-charge owner are 
entitled to the relief given to them under 
the Act; and although there may be 
some inconsistencies and inequalities as 
between the different ratepayers which 
will have to be considered in any final 
settlement of the question, nothing shall 
he done, by us at all events, to prejudice 
in the smallest degree those who have 
been relieved under an existing Act of 


Parliament. 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 
I desire to deal with this question 
from a somewhat different point of 
view from that in which it has 
been dealt with up to the present by 
my hon. friends. I congratulate the 
Government on the changed attitude 
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and the Government are prepared to 
admit that they will reopen the whole 
question of local taxation within four 
years. That isa great advantage and a 
great concession. I also congratulate my 
right hon. friend on having accepted that 
concession, and on having abandoned the 
intention that this Bill was to be opposed 
tothe death. The Liberal official Amend- 
ment has had three editions. First of all 
it was for the rejection of the Bill; then 
a milk and water Amendment was sug- 
gested ; and now we have an Amendment 
which is rather difficult to understand, 
if taken by itself. Moreover, the speeches 
which have been made have not really 
dealt with that Amendment. They 
have dealt chiefly with two matters, 
one the Report of the Local Taxation 
Commission and the other an attack 
on the whole Bill. The speech of my 
hon. friend the Member for the Pudsey 
Division rather reminded me of the 
speeches he used to deliver when he sat 
on the other side of the House. I desire 
to dissociate myself entirely from the 
sentiments of my hon. friends who 
only look upon this Bill as a dole to 
landlords, and I regret what my hon. 
friend the Member for Oldham said 
upon that. He looked upon this 
Bill merely as a relief for agricultural 
depression. I venture to say that this 
Bill, and the whole principle with refer- 
ence to reform of local taxation, should 
have nothing whatever to do with agri- 
cultural depression, and the only reason 
why this ridiculous idea came _ into 
existence was the unfortunate circum- 
stances connected with the introduction 
of the Billin 1896. I speak as an agricul- 
turist, and I think it was very unfortu- 
nate that the Government, and the right 
hon. Gentleman who then represented 
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\the Government in the matter, put the 


necessity for the Bill upon the question 


which they have taken up with regard to , 


this Bill. They have practically said 


that, although their proposal was right 
in itself, yet the manner in which it 
was carried out was not satisfactory. 
This is not to be a permanent measure, 


of relief. Farmers may be few in this 


'House, but they are large in number 


outside it, and, speaking on their behalf, 
I repudiate that idea altogether. The 
principle they ask for is equality in taxa- 
tion ; and that as regards local taxation 
they ought to be in the same position as 
they are as regards Imperial taxation, 
i.e., that a person should contribute 
to rates according to his ability. 
My hon. friend the Member for the 
Pudsey Division talked about hereditary 












487 Agricultural Rates Act, 


burdens. He might just as well talk 
about the justice of maintaining here- 
ditary privileges. As a Liberal, I do not 
regard any question from a hereditary 
point of view, but whether it is good or 
bad. I must say that I have no sym- 


pathy with that kind of talk, and I also | 


dissociate myself entirely from the same 
kind of argument put forward by my 
right hon. friend the Member for East 
Wolverhampton. But I quite agree with 
my right hon. friend in his most impor- 
tant declaration that the problem is to 
get hold of personal property and make 
it pay its fair share of local taxation. I 
venture to think that the attack on land- 
lords which has been made from this side 
of the House is a most unfortunate one. 
One solitary instance has been given 
by the hon. Member for Oldham as having 
occurred in the county of Cheshire. 
Cheshire is one of those counties which 
has not suffered from agricultural 
depression, but with reference to that 
instance I should like to know very 
much whether the rent was only in- 
creased ls. per acre, as that is said to 
be the amount of the relief at the 
present moment. I expect the rent was 
raised much more. I believe that the 
large number of hon. Members in this 
House who have let land since the Act 
came into operation have let it at the 
same or a smaller rent, and have not 
taken any notice of the Act at all; and I 
am quite certain that farmers would 
be the very first to repudiate the idea 
that any attempt had been made by land- 
lords to take any advantage of the Act, 
certainly this would be the case in 
Somerset. The compromise of four 
years having been suggested by my right 


hon. friend and agreed to, the question 


ought really to have been one as regards 
the Report of the Local Taxation Com- | 
mission ; and I, for my part, think it is 
very unfortunate that the debate should 


have degenerated into a discussion on | 


doles to landlords and other extraneous 
matters. 

If the arguments to which we have 
been listening are sound, then the! 
Liberal leader would have opposed the 
Bill. He ought not to have consented 
to any compromise, but ought to have 
fought the question as it was fought 
in 1896. Then the Bill which was. 
fought so strongly was a five years | 


Mr. Strachey. 


\ 
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Bill; the present Bill is a four years 
| Bill, and therefore there is just as good a 
| reason for fighting it now as there was in 
1896. But really the whole question 
now turns on the Report of the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation. That 
question has been argued from various 
points of view, and it has been pointed 
out that the Report refers to such 
matters as the relief of the poor, police 
the maintenance of main roads. and 
education. The Commission examined 
all these onerous charges, and came 
to the conclusion that these charges 
should not fall entirely on land. 
But although they declare that that 
principle is sound, they say it is not 
workable, that they cannot see how 
these charges can be put on the Imperial 
Exchequer, and they fall back on the 
wretched policy of subsidies. Everyone 
who knows anything of local govern 
ment knows that when a county council 
or a board of guardians receives money 


te ; “ : 
direct from the Imperial Exchequer it 


is always more or less extravagantly 
spent. The same authority which raises 
the money should spend it, otherwise you 
will have extravagance. I was very 
much surprised that no reference was 
made to the evidence given by Sir Alfred 
Milner before the Commission on Agri- 
cultural Depression. He pointed out 
very significantly that rateable property 
amounted to over £210,000,000, whereas 
non-rateable property amounted to 
£228,000,000 ; that is to say that 52 per 
cent. of property contributed nothing 
towards local taxation except in the same 
way that real property contributed 
towards the subsidies which are now 
given. The Commission did not attempt 
to grapple at all with the question as to 
how that large amount of non-rateable 
property should be brought into the net 
and taxed. At the present moment the 
farmer or the landlord pays a local income 
tax. Why should not personal property 
pay an income tax also as regards local 
matters? In other countries that is not 
found to be impossible. What could be 
more unfair than that a man getting 


| all the advantages of local expenditure 


should not contribute anything towards 


| the rates in the proportion of his ability 


to bear them? That is a very great 
injustice indeed, an injustice which the 
Local Taxation Committee did not try 
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to remedy in any way. 
to fall back on the question of increased 
subsidies. I urge on the Government 
that they should seriously consider the 
question whether it would not be 
possible to impose a local income 
tax or local death duties in order 
that a man should pay towards local 
taxation according to his ability, in the 
same way as he pays towards Imperial 
taxation. At the present moment real 
property bears all the local taxation, 
whereas personalty pays nothing at all 
towards it; so that a rich man with an 
income of five or ten thousand in con- 
sols, bank or brewery shares, escapes all 
contribution to the local expenditure 
from which he derives advantages, ex- 
cept being rated on his house and garden. 
And I venture to suggest that that is a 
question which deserves the most care- 
ful consideration of the Government. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I desire very briefly to thank the Govern- 
ment for having introduced this Bill, and 
to express a certain chastened regret 
that they have not made it perpetual, 
because no one can tell what may happen 
in four years time. I remember when 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Pudsey Division spoke on the Bill five 
years ago, he said that the Government 
had given themselves away with a pound 
of tea. I cannot help thinking that the 
hon. Member in crossing to the other 
side of the House has followed in their 
footsteps. The common sense which 
the hon. Member usually displays ap- 
pears to have deserted him with reference 
to the Amendment he has moved. He 
talks about relief to certain classes of 
property. That is precisely what the 
agricultural interest does not want. 
The reason why we support this Bill is 


because it is aimed at the gross injustice | 


of the whole system of local taxation. 
Let hon. Members take the case of A and 
B. A lives in a country village and pays 
rates on his house and no more. B 
farms 500 acres of land, he pays rates on 
his house and on his land as well. It has 
been said, I think by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, that the relief of the rates 
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does not go into the pockets of the 
farmers but of the landlords. All 
I can say is that every Friday 
when I am not at the service of this 
House I attend a large market in the 
eastern counties, and although I have 
heard very hard language used with 
reference to the weather, the Minister 
of Agriculture, and other matters . I have 
never once heard a man say that the 
relief of the rates went into the landlords’ 
pockets. or that his rent was put up in 
consequence of the Act. The hon. 
Member for the Pudsey Division says 
what is wanted is to bring down the 
rents, not to reduce the rates. What 
does the hon. Gentleman know about 
rents in the eastern counties? Prac- 
tically they are non-existent. Formerly 
twenty tenants were running after one 
farm; now twenty farms are running 
after one tenant. The question of rent 
does not enter into the matter at all. It 
is not because of agricultural depression 
that we support this Bill; still, for all 
that, I cannot help thinking that the 
House ought to take a benevolent in- 
terest in agriculture, and ought to support 
it if possible in its present straits. IE 
we have the land depopulated, and if it 
is allowed to run to waste, how are vou 
going to get men to man vour Fleet, and 
man the frontiers of the Empire? The 
position cannot be worse than it is at 
present. The hon. Member for Basing- 
stoke said he knew of land being sold 
for £5 or £6 anacre. I know arable land 
which was sold for 55s. an acre, though 
I am bound to add that there was a cer- 
tain amount of sea-wall on it, but 55s. 
an acre did not represent its true value. 
In Mid Essex two months ago the far- 
mers were ploughing in their wheat, 
because they knew there was no good 
letting it grow; and that is a state of 
things which is recurring every day. 
As my right hon. friend the Member for 
the Sleaford Division said, this year will 
be worse than any year since 1879. 
Then again, the question of agricultural 
labour has to be considered. I told the 
House some years ago that, owing to the 
dearth of agricultural labour, the cows 
in Essex had to be milked with an oil 
engine ; but if the present state of affairs 
goes on, they will have to be milked with 
a motor car. We support this Bill not 
because of agricultural depression, but 
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because the House ought to take a favour- 
able view of our necessity. I take such 
a serious view of the incidence of local 
taxation and the pressing character 
of the rates which weigh upon us in 
East Anglia, that I am very much in- 
clined to adopt the view put forward by 
an hon. Member in the last Parliament, 
that the farmers would be in a much 
better position if the money raised on 
agricultural land for education had been | 
spent on artificial manure. It is not 
for me to pile up the agony with regard | 
to agricultural depression. All I “will 
do is to thank the Government again 
for bringing in the Bill, and to assure | 
them that the agricultural interest will | 
not be ungrateful to them. 


Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, | 
Attercliffe): The right hon. Gentleman 
said with reference to this Bill, that when | 
he introduced the Agricultural Rating 
Bill of 1896 it was not introduced with 
the object of relieving agricultural dis- | 
tress, but with the object of adjusting | 
certain inequalities in rating. Some 
of us who heard the right hon. Gentleman | 
introduce the Bill in 1896 were somewhat | 
surprised at the statement he made to- 
night. In introducing the Bill of 1896 | 
the right hon. Gentleman said— 

‘“‘In making this motion, I may remind the 
House that this measure 
referred to in the Gracious Speech from the | 
Throne as intended to mitigate the severity of 
agricultural depression. I do not know 
whether any hon. Gentleman has given any | 
attention to the voluminous evidence published | 
by the Royal Commission on agricultural 
depression; but to those who have. done so it | 
must be evident that the cause of that de- | 
pression is the decline of agricultural produce 
in recent years.” 


In the Queen’s Speech it was also stated | 


that a measure would be laid before the | 
House of Commons with the object of | 
mitigating agricultural distress. It is 
evident, therefore, that the main object | 
of introducing this measure is in order 


to relieve agricultural distress, and | 
therefore I desire to say a few words | 


with reference to the view taken of this | 
Bill by ratepayers in the large towns and | 
cities. Lord Beaconsfield said that 


there were three parties interested in | 
British agriculture—the landowner, 


Major Rasch. 


the 


is one of those | 
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tenant, and the labourer 
there is a fourth party, namely, the 
British population. The two parties 
who are financially interested in this Bill 
| are the landowner and the farmer ; those 
who are interested adversely are the 
agricultural labourer and the taxpayer. 
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= 


; but I contend 





|[An Hon. Memper : No, no.] An hon, 
|Member says “,No, no,” but there 
jare about 1} millions of agricultural 


| labourers in the United Kingdom. The 
| amount to be taken under “this Bill is 
£2,380,000, which is practically about 
| 1d. per head of the population. The 
1/1} millions of agricultural labourers 
| contribute as consumers of dutiable arti- 
| cles something like £475,000 per annum, 
jand therefore practically the agricul- 
|tural labourer, with a wife and three 
children, takes every year to the 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer 6s. 3d. 
| and asks him to give it to the 
'farmer and the landowner In Shef- 
field we have something like 10,000 
acres of agricultural land _ within 
the city boundaries. That land will get 
under this Bill something like £1,000 
a year, but the people of Sheffield} will 
have to contribute towards the Act 
£25,000. There is land within a mile 
and a half of the parish church in Shef- 
field which lets at £5 an acre for gar- 
| dening purposes. The owner of that land 
| gets relief to the extent of £10 a year. 
The Deputy Lord Mayor of Sheffield 
has twenty acres around his house, fand 
he gets relief to the extent of £6 a’ year. 
I say that the incidence of the taxation 
of this Bill is unjust. It renders and 
where it is not required, and gives no 
/help where it is required. We can 
|sympathise on this side of the House 
| with the statement of the hon. Member 
| for Chelmsford, but even if such land 
\should be helped, accommodation land 
in the vicinity of large towns and cities 
should not be assisted, and there are 
tens of thousands of acres of such land 
|which do not want relief. We tried 
| five years ago to limit the relief to land 
letting at £1 an acre or less, but the 
supporters of the Government would 
not receive any such suggestion. We 
have been asked to- night to mention 
|a single instance where the relief given 
| under the Act went into the pockets 
of the landlords. What about the Irish 
landlords, who get £350,000 a year? 
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That is a statement which cannot be; the Government have declared that they 
contradicted, and which members of the acknowledge that grievance and are 
Government know very well to be true. | prepared to deal with it ; and they have 
The ratepayers in our large boroughs) given an earnest of that by handing 
have, therefore, every right to complain | over to the county councils large sums 
of the incidence of this Act, and it is my |} of money from Imperial taxation for the 
duty as representing a large urban) relief of local rates. The Unionist party 
constituency to oppose its renewal even have recognised that principle, and I hope 
for four years. | hope, however, that | [ shall see the day when we shall have 
something will be done to put taxation! complete rearrangement of the local 
ona more satisfactory basis. rating of thiscountry. [Hon. MEMBERS : 
, Divide, divide!] Il have not trespassed 

Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) : ‘very often on the time of the House, 

I hesitate to intervene in the debate | and this is a very important question to 
at this late hour, but as atenant farmer me. | am endeavouring to submit to 
I desire on behalf of myself, and the the House what I believe to be the justice 
tenant farmers of this country. to ex-| of our claim. My opponent at the last 
press my gratitude to the Government election placarded the Division with 
tor bringing this Bill before the House. reference to sops and doles for the land- 
Since I have been a Member of this. lords, but before he went very far he had 
House I have frequently heard that the to promise to vote for sops and doles 
national burdens ought to be distributed himself. All the prophecies which hon. 
according to the power of any particular Members indulged in in 1896 have 
industry to bear them. [ would remind proved false. The hon. Member tor 
the House that, according to statistics South Molton, who as a tenant farmer 
compiled by Mr. W. J. Harris, a former is aware of the working of this measure, 
member of this House, agriculturists did not vote for the Third Reading of 
to-day receive £43,000,000 — less per the Bill of 1896, but he voted for the 
annum for their produce than was the First Reading of this Bill. That means 
case twenty-three years ago. It is that after four years working of the 
true that some £15,000,000 of that measure he is persuaded that the fears 
deficit has been made up by the reduction | entertained by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
of rents. but still there is a loss of are groundless. It is a calumny on the 
£28,000,000 per annum. I would also landlords to say that they have de- 
remind the House that this loss has/| rived all the advantages under the Act. 
arisen not from any neglect or ignorance , I know a large landlord who had_his 
on the part of agriculturists, but from | property revalued, and he instructed his 
influences altogether beyond their con-| surveyors in fixing the new rents to have 
trol. They have arisen from the reduc- | no regard to the advantages the tenants 
tion of prices, consequent on the full | would derive under the Act. I confess 
development of free trade in this country, | to a feeling of dismay at the hard things 
and while I believe that on the whole said by hon. Gentlemen opposite with 
free trade has done good, and has tended | reference to the Act during the debate 
tocommercial prosperity andthe increase| on the Finance Bill. Nearly every 
of personal wealth, it has hit agriculture | speaker went out of his way to gird at it : 
very hard. We therefore claim that | the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
burdens which were reasonable and just | for West Monmouthshire being the most 
when we had protection are not. now} conspicuous and able of its critics. He 
reasonable or just. Under the Stock-| advised the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in-Trade Act, which is renewed every | instead of putting a tax on coal to drop 
year, tradesmen are not required to pay! the Agricultural Rating Act. [Hon. 
rates on their stock in trade. Wedo not | Mempers: Divide, divide!] The right 
begrudge them that advantage, but when | hon. Gentieman wished to deprive agri- 
we ask that the same principle should | culture of the little help it obtained under 
be applied to agriculture, we are met! this Act, in order that capitalists getting 
at once with all kinds of objections, and! 15"per cent. or 20 per cent. should not 
are told we are asking for sops and doles. | be taxed. The landlord only gets about 
I quite admit the grievance in towns, but | 2 per cent., the farmer gets no percentage 
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at all, merely bread and cheese for his 
Jabour, and the labourer gets 2s. 6d. a 
day. What, therefore, can be the sense 
of justice of the right hon. Gentleman in 
seeking to burden agriculture in order 
to relieve the coal trade? The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen criticised the Government for not 
having pledged themselves to give one or 
two millions to the Boer farmers, and only 
the other day the Irish Members— 
although the Irish tenants are working 
their land under more favourable condi- 
tions than any other tenants in the world, 
and have a system of voluntary purchase 
which I hope will be extended—asked 
for a scheme of compulsory purchase 
which would pledge the credit of this 
country to £120,000,000. [Hon. MEn- 
BERS: Divide, divide!] Is it possible, 
unless the British farmer refuses to 
pay rent, or unless he takes up arms 
against the Government, that he must 
fail to extract any terms from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite? I venture to allude 
to another aspect of this question. [HON. 
Members: Divide, divide!] I regret to 
see the exodus of the rural population 
into the towns, and the only remedy is 
to make it worth their while to remain 
on the land. The State has a duty in 
this matter, and as long as the Govern- 
ment shows a determination to deal 
fairly with the agricultural interest, the 
British agriculturist will in the future, 
as in the past, do his utmost to maintain 
the high tradition of British agriculture. 
As to the food supply of the country, ] 
glory in cheap food for the people, and I 
heartily support the maintenance of a 
strong Navy to protect our foreign sup- 
plies of food ; but while it is wise to do 
that, it would be unwise of us to neglect 
to produce from our own land as much 
food as it is capable of producing, thereby 
affording employment for labour, and 
doing something to prevent the exodus 
of the rural population into the towns. 
| am proud that the Unionist party have 
had the determination to do justice at all 
costs, and I am not afraid of the opinion 
of the towns when they know the true 
facts. I regret that the debate is limited 
to one night. We had three or four 
nights on the coal tax, and we ought to 
have had two nights for this Bill, because 
I believe that the more it is discussed 
the more the people of England will be 


Mr. Spear. 
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convinced that it is a simple act of justice 
to the agricultural industry, which wil] 
do something to resuscitate rural life 
and promote and maintain in the 
country a healthy and __ prosperous 
peasantry, which, after all, is the strength 
and bulwark of the Empire. 


*Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said that the great interest his con- 
stituents had taken in the Bill imposed 
on him the duty of stating why he would 


support the Amendment. Five years 
ago the town council of Crewe pro- 


tested against the Bill, without distine- 
tion of party, and that protest had heen 
repeated in the petition which he had the 
honour to present to the House against 
the renewal of the Act. During the last 
election he had been challenged as to the 
amount he as a landlord had received 
under the Act. He personally had not 
received anythiug, but he maintained 
that there were a number of instances 
in which the relief went into the pockets 
of the landlord. He knew a property 
in which a landlord, before the Act was 
passed, gave back 10 per cent. of the rent, 
but he had discontinued that remission 
since the Act came into operation. He 
begged to enter his most earnest protest 
against the Bill. [Hon. Mempers: 
Divide, divide !] 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said that the only true 
principle on which taxation could pro- 
ceed—[Hon. Members: Divide, divide!] 
He had listened to the speech of the 
President of the Local Government 
Board with the greatest possible interest, 
and he gave the right hon. Gentleman 
credit for having in that speech expressed 
his sincere and honest conviction as to 
the justice of the proposal of His Majesty's 
Government. [Hon. Mrmpers: Divide, 
divide!] He gathered from the right 
hon. Gentleman’s remarks that he 
divided those who contributed to local 
taxation into two classes, namely, the 
agricultural ratepayers on the one hand 
—|[Hon. Members: Divide, divide!} 
and those who lived in urban districts 
and paid solely on the rateable value of 
the houses which. they occupied on the 
other hand. [Hon. Mempprs : Divide, 
divide !] He asked hon. Members oppo- 
site to give him five minutes in which to 
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fnish his remarks. He would not be) *Mr. SPEAKER: The remarks of the 
deterred from expressing his views on | hon. Member are highly disorderly. To 
behalf of his constituents. call out ‘ Police, police! ”’ in the House 
‘is a highly disorderly expression. If 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, the hon. Member repeats it I shall have 
E.): On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, I | to call the attention of the House to his 


desire to direct your attention most conduct. 
respectfully to the continued and dis- | : : J 
orderly interruptions of hon. Gentlemen, Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: With 


opposite, and to ask you very respectfully | §reat respect, Sir—-— 
to ask hon. Gentlemen to give the hon. 


Member an opportunity of being heard. *Mr. SPEAKER: Mr. Walton. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Why do 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 
Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a po you not keep onder t 


of order, but I hope that hon. Members 
will enable the hon. Member to make 
his remarks. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is highly dsorderly. I must call the 
attention of the House to his grossly 
disorderly conduct, and request him to 
had never been accused of wasting the quit the House for the remainder of the 
time of the House. He admitted he | sitting. 

occupied the time of the House when | 
important questions affecting Bricish | 
commerce were concerned, but he denied 
having wasted the time of the House. | 
(Hox. Mempers: Divide, divide!] He 
claimed on behalf of his constituents an 
opportunity of protesting against the 
continuance of the Act, which he believed 
would inflict an injustice on the general 
body of the ratepayers for another four 
years. [Hon. Mempers : Divide, divide !] 
The Royal Commissions had now reported 
and the Government did not require 
jour years in which to adjust the local 
taxation of the country. [Cries of 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that he 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a 


point of order—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no point. of 
order. I have already ordered the hon. 
Member to quit the House. 


4 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Mr. 
Speaker—— 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to speak. It is my duty, as 
|the hon. Member refuses to pay any 
attention to the Chair, to name him, 








“Divide, divide!”*] He would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
the inhabitants in houses in urban 
districts did not derive a large portion 
of their incomes from shares in railways 


and other industrial concerns—[Hon. | 


Mempers : Divide, divide !|—which con- 
tributed enormously towards the local 
taxation of the country—{ Hon. MEMBERs : 
Divide, divide}!|—and that there was only 
avery small fringe of personalty which 
did not contribute to local taxation. 
For his part he did not desire to make 
any charge against the landowners of 
the country that they desired to take 
from their tenants the advantages of 


the Act. [Hon. Mempers: Divide, divide !] | 
| incorrect. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Order, | 


Clare was named for disregarding the 
| authority of the Chair. 


order! Police, police ! 


| and I name you, Mr. William Redmond, 
|for disregarding the authority of the 
| Chair. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Barrovur, Man- 
chester, E.): I beg to move that the hon. 
Member be suspended from the service 
of the House. 


*Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 





On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, the 
First Lord of the Treasury moved the 
hon. Member’s suspension before you 
named him. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: It is absolutely 


The hon. Member for East 


T 2 
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Question put, “That Mr. William|and allow us to hear what the hon, 


‘edmond be suspended from the service 


of the House.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I desire 


to ask you, Sir, with great respect to 
allow me to say one word in explanation. 
What I desire to say is this. I had not 
the faintest idea of wilfully disregarding 
any order you gave. I merely wanted 
to point out to you, Sir, that the con- 
tinued interruptions of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite was most unfair, and to call on 
you with great respect to restrain them, 





Member was saying. If you will kindly 
tell me what order you called upon me to 
obey, which I disobeyed, I shall certainly 
know what my crime was. 


order ! 


Mr. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, 


Question is, “ That William 


Redmond be suspended from the service: 


of the House.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 303 ; Noes, 


71. (Division List No. 368.) 
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The: 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell ; 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey , James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) | 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour,MajKR (Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM.H(Bristol) | 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W.W.B.(Hants) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlisle, William Walter 
Carson, Rt.Hn. Sir E. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 
Cawley, lrederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, : 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 





Lord Hugh (Greenwich | 


AYES. 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dickson-Hartland,Sir Fred.D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon.’A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliamHart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D 




















Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 

EF ielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 

Finch, George H. 

| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
F irbank,’ Joseph Thomas 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Philip 8.(Warwick,S.W. 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Fuller, J. M. F. 


Gardner, Ernest 


Evans, SirlFrancisH(Maidstone | 


Garfit, William 
Gibbs, HnA.G.H. (City of Lond. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herb. John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
+ hg Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG.R.C .Ormsby- -(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Md’sex 
Hamilton, Marq.of(Lond’derry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt.Hn. Sir William 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent: Ashford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Hayter, Rt.Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield.Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent, Faversh.) 
Hozier, Hn.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstcn, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T.,(Denbigh 
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Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 


langley, Batty 


lawson, John Grant 
layland-Barratt, Francis 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Lewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. 


Lowe, 'rancis William 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


MArthur, W. (Cornwall) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moleswozth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gihooly, James 
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Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) | 
lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) | 
| Parkes, Ebenezer 


leese,Sir JosephF.(Accrington | Paulton, James Mellor 


leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E.: 


Miver, Sir L. (Edinburgh,W.) 


Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouce.,Stroud 
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Kenyon, James (Lancs, Bury) | Morton,Arthur H.A(Deptford) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W. (Salop.) | 
| Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 

' Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Mount, William Arthur 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 


Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James I. 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,S.Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasT homson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Robson, William Snowdon 
Maxwell,Rt HnSirH.E.(Wigt’n | 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, HC( North’mb.Tyenside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks.) 


NOES. 


Grant, Corrie 
Hammond, John | 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | 
Harrington, Timothy | 
Joicy, Sir James 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea | 
Jordar, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


McDermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHnC.R.( Northants 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 


_ Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt,Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E..(Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. ; York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Phillips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward , 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia. Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH(Sheffield 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.( Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts.) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley,Rt.'Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien,Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. ) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Malley, William 


O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 
Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 


' Redmond, William (Clare 


Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Soares, Ernest J. Weir, James Galloway Woodhouse,Sir J. T.( Huddersf 
Sullivan, Donal | White, George (Norfolk) 

Thomas, Alfred (Glamorg., E. | White, Patrick (Meath, North) Trtrers For THE Nors— 
Tully, Jasper | Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) Captain Donelan and Mr, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) Patrick O’Brien. 


*Mr. SPEAKER then directed Mr. Mr. FLAVIN: My point is that no 
William Redmond to withdraw from the division was called on the Terrace. 
House, and he withdrew accordingly. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I have heard the 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): [ hon. Gentleman's point. and L have 
rise to a point of order. I beg to draw already stated that it is impossible for me 
your attention, Sir, to the fact that the to interfere with the result of the 
division bells were not properly rung decision declared at the Table upon 
for this division. In company with my such grounds. Mr. Walton. 
hon. friends the Members for South 
Dublin and North Kerry I was on the 
Terrace, and only heard one bell rung. 
We came up as quickly as possible to take 
part in the division, only to have the 
doors closed in our faces. No cry of *Mr. SPEAKER: | hope the lion. 
‘* Division ” was called. [Several HON. Member will not persist 
Members: Order, order !} 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


No matter how procured ! 


> Gi TIN : [sav it is mos fair. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Hon. Gentlemen M®& FLAVIN: I say it is most unfair 


on both sides must restrain themselves. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Do 
*Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask your Understand your ruling, Sir, to be that 
ruling, Sir, as to whether it was a proper no matter how a division is called, 
division, and, if so, can [ claim on behalf Whether according to the rules of the 
of myself and my hon. friend that we House or otherwise, if the majority has 


should be included decided that there can be no amendment, 
although the division has been improperly 
called —— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The result of the 
division is declared, and it would be - ini - ‘ 
quite out of order to include any hon. | *M&. SPEAKER: have given mj 
Member who was outside the doors. |Tuling. Mr. Walton. 
It occasionally happens that hon. ; 
Members are shut out. Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Ona point 

| of order—— 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): As [I am | 
associated with my hon. friend, I wish} *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
to say that [ was walking on the | conduct of the hon. Member for Kilkenny 
Terrace—— ‘is grossly disorderly. He has persisted 
hy ‘in"standing after [ told him his point 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That | Wa disposed of. I must call upon him 
is the same point of order that [ have | therefore forthwith to quit the precincts 
disposed of. The hon. Member will | of the House. 
not be in order in persisting after [| 
have disposed of it. | Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On 

t | point of order—— 

Mr. FLAVIN: [ want to have your | 
ruling, Sir, as to whether more than) *Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hom 
one division bell rang or not. 'Member refuse ?, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It isimpossible to Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Oh. most 
interfere with the result of the division. | decidedly ! 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Then I name you, } 
Mr. Patrick O'Brien, for disregarding 
the authority of the Chair. 





Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to move 
that Mr. Patrick O’Brien be suspended 
from the service of the House. 
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Member shall be suspended, is it in 
your power to decide that he shall not act 
as teller ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is a practice of 
the House that an hon. Member whose 
conduct is in question shall not act as 


Question put. 
Me. PATRICK 


hon. Member as a teller. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlexF. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-rorster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bagot, Capt. Joscelin2 FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHnAJ.(Manchester 
Balfour,Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. KR.(Christch’ch) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM.H. (Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.38. (Hants) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, Wm. James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, VC W.(Derbyshire) 





O’BRIEN 


himself a teller for the Noes. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : On a point 
of order, Sir, may I ask you whether the 
sentence of the House is to be pronounced 
by you on an hon. Member before the 
House has pronounced it. 
hiving not yet decided that a certain 








teller. 


declared Mr. 


PATRICK 


O'BRIEN: On a 


point of order, Sir, may [ ask you to 
name a precedent ? 


*Mre. SPEAKER: I cannot accept the 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


Question 


The 


Noes, 55. 


The House 


AYES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 


Chamberlain, J Austen( Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane,Hon.Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt.. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett,A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, ‘I’. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, Win. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 





put, 
O’Brien be suspended from the service 
of the House.” 


House 
(Division List No. 369.) 


“That Mr. Patrick 


divided :—Ayes, 307; 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro-(Leith) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.GRC.Ormsby-(Salop) 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(Londnderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford): 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred $. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath,James(Statfords,N.W. ) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom,S. W. 
Hoare,Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F.(Sh’ttield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T{Denbigh) 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour; 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo, Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis Wm. 

Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 

M ‘Calmont, Col.J.( Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb.. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutiy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirH.E.(Wg’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8S. (Hants,) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, Wm. Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl] 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

()uilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridlev,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon. Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart, M,H.(Renfrew | 


NOES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swan’a) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Dermott, Patriek : 





1896, Continuance Bill. 


| TELLERS 








Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyn’side 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith,Hon. W.|F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Trevelyn, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexamder 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E. H(Shetfild 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG, E( Notts.) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Aston-un.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


M ‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick es 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 
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0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) l 
0’Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

0’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph | 
Reddy, M. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER then 


Agricultural Rates Act, 


directed 


{29 JuLy 1901} 


Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Mr. Mr. 


1896, Continuance Bill. 


A. J. BALFOUR rose in 
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Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick(Meath,North) 

Whiteley, George( York, W.R. 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Hayden. 


his 


Patrick O’Brien to withdraw from the} place, and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the 


House, and. he withdrew accordingly. 


(Juestion again proposed. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON rose to con. | 


tinue the discussion, when--— 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex I’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manceh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.GeraldW(Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K. R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W.W.B.( Hants. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthar Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir EdwardH. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain.J. Austen) Wor’er 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron((lasgow) 





| Question be now put.” 


| Question put, “That the Question 


| be now put.” 


The 
| Noes, 130. 


AYES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, Nor th) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile ~* 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John Kk. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirF red Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William H. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


, Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
lower, Ernest 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 


, Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 


Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.l.Ormsby-(Linces. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 


, Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 


House 2 
(Division List No. 370.) 


divided :—Ayes, 258; 


Halsey, ‘Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Margq.of(L’nd’nder’y 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Asht’rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords, N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Ed. Brodie (Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. I'.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(KentFaversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kemp. George 

Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. lareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Gol. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, HenryCurrie 
Leveson-Gower,lrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 


_ Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maconochie, A. W. 


' M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 


M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
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Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell,RtHn.SirH Ei Wigton 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis | 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Depttord 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Boland John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,Sirl’rancisH (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 


Agricultural Rates Act, 
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Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 
| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant,James Farquharson | 
| Valentia, Viscount 
' Vincent,Col.SirC. EH(Sheffield 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 


| Round, James 


Royds, Clements Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tynes’e 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
NOES, 


Fenwick, Charles 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G.E.(Notts.} 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald: 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 


Gladstone,Rt.HnHerbertJohn | 


Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 
Hardie,J.Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) | 


Holland, William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 
Morton,Kdw. J. C. (Devonport 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans _ 
O’ Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.} 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.-) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph j 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John FE. (Waterford 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinclair.CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
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Chure 
Clare, 
Cochr: 
Cohen 
Collins 
Colsto: 
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5130 Agricultural Rates Act, {29 Juty 1901} 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
' Tully, Jasper 
Ure, Alexander 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC.R.(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tavlor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | 
Tomkinson, James 


Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That the| The 


House 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Whittaker, Thomas Falmer 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth} 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 

Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudders’d 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. George Whiteley and 
Mr. Joseph Walton, 


divided :—Ayes, 251; 


words proposed to be left out stand part | Noes, 133. (Division List No. 371.) 


of the Question.” 
AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. I’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arson, ‘Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. ( Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K.R.(Christch’ch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) 
Beach, Rt HnW.W. B.( Hants.) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shrops.) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. I". (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. ft. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge , 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 


Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
, Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. A.G. H(CityofLond 
Godson, Sir Augustus rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn.G.RCOrmsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Lince.) 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
; Hamilton,RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton Marq of(L’ndonderry 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashfo’d 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom. S. W. 
Hoare, Edw.Brodie (Hamptead 


| Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E. ) 


Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightsd. } 
Houldsworth, Sir William H. 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.( Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon,James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton,Hon. l'rederick Wm. 


' Lawrence,J oseph (Monmouth) 


Lawrence, Wm. F. ( Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.lareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott « Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Coil.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter ( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles ( Liverpool 
M‘Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirHE( Wigt’ n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. )- 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry I’. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford 
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Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt.HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
almer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Chas. Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
-Ridley.S.Forde( Bethnal Green 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
‘Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M.Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Agricultural Rates Act, 





{COMMONS} 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement M. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Rentrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 


Stanley,Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher ” 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir Josephl’.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 


| Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
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Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valeatia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH(Sheffield 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E.( Notts.) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-un.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Malley, Witliam 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russel) 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,'John E. (Waterford) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.(N’rth’nts 
Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 











Che 
Che 
Che 
Chi 
Cla 
Coe 
Coh 
Col 
Col 
Cor 
Coc 
Cor 
Coy 
Cra 
Cro 
Dal 
Dav 
Da’ 
Dic 
Dic 
I dig 
Dir 
Dis 
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Ure, Alexander 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Agricultural Rates Act, 


| White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
| Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) | Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddrsfid 
| TELLERS FOR THE NOEs.— 





{29 Juty 1901} 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


White, George (Norfolk) 


Main Question put, “That the Bill 


be now read a second time.” 


The 


Noes, 129. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

jalfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manceh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. 13. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
salfour,Maj KR. (Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W. B. (Hants. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

3ill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor; 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Luoas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 








| 
| 
| 
| 











Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay; Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick Wm. 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLon. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn GR C Ormsby-(Salop | 
Gore, Hn S F Ormsby- (Lines) | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD(Wednesbu’y | 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Grenfell, Wm. Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG.(Mid’x | 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’dr ) | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James (Staffords, N. W) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, Wm. (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 


1896, Continuance Bill. 


House divided :—Ayes, 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.): 


Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


247 ; 


(Division List No. 372.) 


Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth): 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham). 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


| Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘CalmontCol.J. (Antrim,E. ) 


| M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinb’rgh W 
| Majendie, James A. H. 


Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,J’hnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
Moon, Edw. Robert Pac 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 


| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morris,*Hon. Martin HenryF. 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tidley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tobinson, Brooke 
Round, James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville,Col. 5. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mbTynes’e 


Adjournment of 


Abraham,Wm.(Cork, N. E.) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc.,Stroud) | 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell. Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas — 
Corbett,A.Cameron(Glasgow) | 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardigan | 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, SirFrancisH.(Maidst’e 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 





| Joicey, Sir James 
Joyce, Michael 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, : W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
| Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph, (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tippe’y, Mid. | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Ti perary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | 
| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | 





{COMMONS} 


Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edw Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, ColSirCEH (Sheffield) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

NOES. 
Grant, Corrie 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick! 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hobhouse, C: E.H. (Bristol, E. | 
Holland, William Henry | 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | 


Jones, DavidBrynmorSwansea | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah | 


Kinloch, Sir J. G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Langley, Batty 
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Webb, Col. Win. George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(T'aunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M, 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
tobson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Speneer,Rt.Hn.C. R.(N’th’nts) 


Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, EF.) 
Thomson, F.W. (York,W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick, Meath, N.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. Rh.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, O. (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


Woodhouse,SirJT(Hudd’rsfi'd 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Bill read a second time, and committed | July, Mr. SpeaKerR adjourned the House 
without Question put. 


tor Thursday. 


In pursuance of the Order of the 
House of the 22nd day of this instant 


Adjourned at Two of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY 
Tuesday, 30th July, 1901. | AND DOCK BILL. 


copter: LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 


TOOK THE OATH. PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC 
The Earl Bathurst took the Oath. HEALTH BILL. 


lag Returned from the Commons with the 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Amendments agreed to. 






E | BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER | BILL [H.L.]. 


BILL [u.t.]. 'BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S 
Commons’ Amendments considered,| WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL 
and agreed to. [H.L. ]. . 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. to, with Amendments. 
Moved, That the Order made on the 
21st day of March last “‘ That no Private 
> Bill brought from the House of Com- 


s she 2 read a 8 i ter is eee a 
mons shall be read a second time afte SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [1.1.} 


Thursday, the 27th day of June next,” | ‘ ; 
° ¢ < v ‘ | SO + N AD © S N 
be dispensed with, and that the Bill be | GREAT rar wires ESTERN 


, now read 24; agreed to; Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed ; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee | 
of Selection. 








he shermover. 






CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [H.L.]. 
DOVER HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 





CROMER WATER BILL. | LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. 
lee - : ‘ i | LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
Read 3%, with the Amendments, and | POWERS) BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
aed Oe wlth the Absmiieeente:-o posed to the House to form the Select 
F sethor amendment made: Bill passed Committee for the consideration of the 
and returned to the Commons. said Bills, ser get 
E. Waldegrave, 
Lawrence, 
Strathspey (EZ. Sea field), 


passed, and returned to the Commons. 





EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 4 ; 
Erc.) BILL [u.t.]. Newton (chairman), 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL » Glenesk ; 

ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [u.1.]. agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 

| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | accordingly. The Committee to meet 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [u.t.]. on Thursday next, at Eleven o'clock ; 
Returned from the Commons agreed | and all petitions referred to the Com- 
to. mittee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 


rer re 


y 





ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [H.1.). counsel for the Bills. 
; 3HTING PROVISIONAL ee at Toe 
ELEC ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [#.1.]. LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


SYA 2p / 
ee Ore Sree soee nreee end LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 











‘FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
NEWPORT RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons agreed} Read 3% (according to Order), and 
to. passed. 


VOL. XCVIII. [Fourts Serrtes.] U 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


REGISTER HOUSE, EDINBURGH. 

Order by the Secretary for Scotland, 
prescribing the conditions of appoint- 
ment to clerkships in His Majesty’s 
General Register House, Edinburgh. 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 

Return by the railway companies of 
the United Kingdom for the six months 
ended the 31st December, 1900. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 2673. United States (San Fran- 
Cisco) ; 

No. 2674. United States (Cuba). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LONDON CORPORATION. 
Annual Account of the Chamberlain 
of London, for the year ended 31st 
December, 1900. Delivered (purstiant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ROYAL PATRIOTIC FUND REPORT. 

EarL SPENCER: My Lords, seeing 
the noble and learned Lord the Chan- 
cellor of the Duchy in his place, I should 
like to ask him a question. I believe the 
noble Lord has been chairman of an 
important Joint Committee dealing with 
pensions which affect the Royal Patriotic 
Fund. We have not yet 
Report of that Committee, but in the 


morning papers there was a considerable | 
amount of information given with regard | 
I should like to ask my | 
noble friend whether he knows how that | 
information became current, and whether | 
it is right that it should appear in the | 
public press before the Report of the Com- | 
mittee is presented to vour Lordships’ | 


to that Report. 


Flouse. 


Lorp JAMES oF 
My Lords, I am glad of this opportunity 


of making an explanation, because it is | 
due to the officers of the House that the 


truth of the matter should be known. 
The Committee to which my noble 


friend refers sat last Friday, and they 
agreed upon a Report. That Report 
was forwarded to the printer, and the 





{LORDS} 


received the | 


HEREFORD : | 
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proof only reached my hands this morn. 
ing. After reading that Report in proof, 
it was sent to the printer only an hour 
or two ago, in order to be pritited and 
presented to both Houses of Parliament, 
Of course, under those circumstances 
| that Report has not yet reached any 
member of this House or of the House of 
Commons. As Lord Spencer has stated 
in this morning’s papers, at least in 
several journals, a very full precis 0; that 
Report has appeared—so full that | do not 
think the communication of the informa- 
| tion could have been made orally in the 
}ordinary course of conversation. My 
| belief is that those who made the state- 
| ment in the press must have had a copy 
|of the draft Report in their possession, 
| OF course this is not the way that public 
| business should be conducted. The first 
| persons who should have received that 
Report should be members of the House, 
/and no communication of its contents 
|should have been made to the press or 
ithe public until it had reached both 
| Houses. [I have inquired, — especially 
| from the gentleman who was clerk to the 
| Committee, and who has had an inter- 
| view with the printer, and the printer 
| declares that it is not through him that 
'the information was given. I have also 
| sent a communication to the clerk of the 
Committee of the House of Commons, 
who knows nothing of this matter, and 
|] am sure that I can guarantee that no 
official of this House had anything to do 
with making that Report public. Of 
course I cannot recall the Committee to 
| make any inguiry, and I do not know 
that that would be a courteous thing to 
do. All I can do is to express very great 
regret that that which certainly is a very 
unhappy breach of the rules of both 
Houses should have taken place by the 
publication thus unduly of this Report. 





Eart SPENCER: I do not think 
| that we ought quite to leave the matter 
where it is. It is very serious. The 
/same thing has taken place with regard 
}to some Report or some information 
which has come from the War Office in 
| another place. I do not know that this 
. on the same footing as that, but I 


think, if possible, we ought to probe the 
matter a little further. I do not know 
whether my noble friend has gone as far 
|as he can. 
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Royal Titles 
LorpD JAMES or HEREFORD: 1] 


will bring the matter before the Prime 
Minister. 


$25 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL [u.1.], 
[Seconp ReaD1ne. | 


Order for the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp GLENESK : My Lords, this is a 
very short and simple Bill, which I only 
propose to carry, with your Lordships’ 
permission, through the Second Reading. 
It is simply a Bill for the permissive 
registration of plumbers, not one to 
enforce registration. It will be necessary 
for a plumber to be qualified under the 
Bill approved by the Local Government 
Board before he is registered, and by this 
means persons employing plumbers will 
be enabled, if they desire to do so, to 
employ men who have given evidence of 
their qualification for plumber’s work. 
Technical education has been promoted 
all over the kingdom, and especially 
in plumber’s work ; and although many 
more men are now allowed to qualify 
as plumbers, they are not registered, 
and they have no documents to show. 
This Bill will allow them to be per- 
missively registered. The control of 
the registration system and the  selec- 
tion of qualifying examinations will 
be in the hands of a general council, 
constituted under a scheme and con- 
sisting of members representing master 
and operative plumbers, local authorities, 
and various sanitary associations. The 
Bill will, [am sure, meet with your Lord- 
ships’ approbation. I will not say more 
about it to-day, because, like many other 
things that appear very short and simple, 
it needs a scheme to be embodied in it. 
That scheme requires the co-operation of 
the Local Government Board, who, for 
many reasons, have not yet had time to 
go into this thoroughly. I am given to 
understand that it is the hope that next 
year the Bill will be brought in ina perfect 
state. I am sure that it will then be 


found acceptable to your Lordships, and 
be very much approved by public opinion. 
I shall simply, therefore, move to-day that 
the Bill be read a second time, with the 
intention of bringing it in in its com- 
pletion next year, when, with the aid of 
the Local Government Board, I hope | 


{30 JuLy 1901} 
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there will be no scamping in the Bill and 
no holes left in it. 


Moved, ‘“* That the Bill be now read 24.” 
—(Lord Glenesk.) 


Lorp KENYON: My Lords, I am 
quite sure that the Local Government 
Board, so far as the principle of the Bill 
is concerned, is very anxious to support 
the noble Lord. I am sure we have all 
suffered from incompetent plumbers 
at one time or another, and what this 
Bill aims at is that plumbers shall be 
registered and made as efficient as they 
‘an be, and that the efficient ones shall 
receive an efficiency stamp. But, as the 
Bill now stands, it lays on the Local 
Government Board the formation of a 
scheme, and that the Local Government 
Board do not wish to undertake. They 
think the promoters of the Bill should 
issue their scheme themselves and make 
it a portion of the Bill. But, as I am 
given to understand, from the noble Lord 
Lord’s remarks, that he proposes next 
year to introduce a Bill which will be 
complete, and in which a scheme shall be 
embodied, I have no objection to the 
Bill being now read a second time. 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 24 
accordingly. 


ROYAL TITLES BILL fit}. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: My Lords, it 
will be in the recollection of your Lord- 
ships that, on the introduction of this 
Bill, my noble friend Earl Spencer took 
exception to the fact that we had before 
us no definite and final statement as to 
what was the title which His Majesty 
would be advised to assume. That ob- 
jection was endorsed by the public press 
the following day. In moving the 
Second Reading, the noble Marquess the 
Prime Minister stated that he had fol- 
lowed the precedent of 1876, but that 
precedent, | submit now, does not apply 
in this case. In 1876 there was no 
possible doubt as to the title which Her 
late Majesty was going to assume. No- 
body who heard, or who has read in 
Hansard, Mr. Disraeli’s speech on the 
introduction of the Royal Titles Bill in 


v2 
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that year could have the slightest 
doubt that ‘Empress of India” was 
the title which Her Majesty would 
eventually assume. Now the position 
is entirely different, for we have no 
complete idea as to what the title of 
His Majesty will be. It may be con- 
venient and strictly according to pre- 
cedent that the title should not be 
included in the Bill, but I think it is 
highly desirable that Parliament should 
know the exact title which His Majesty’s 
Ministers will advise His Majesty to 
assume before the Bill becomes law. I 
would therefore suggest that at some 
stage of the Bill the Government should 
inform the House as to the precise nature 
of the title to be taken. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, so far as I know, the intention of 
the Prime Minister and the Government 
is to adhere to the precedent of 1876, 
and [ think it would be somewhat in- | 
convenient if that were not so. I do not 
understand that my noble friend wishes 
to have the title placed in the Bill. The 
noble Lord wants a positive and binding 
promise as to what the title is to be. I 
think if the House will considera moment, 
that is a course which it would not be 
well lightly to take. The proclamation 
which follows the passing of the Bill is 
theoretically and in fact the expression 
of the will of the Sovereign. Of course 
constitutionally the Ministers give advice 
to the Sovereign, and he receives that 
advice ; and in 1876 the Duke of Rich- 
mond, who had charge of the Bill, then 
stated what was the advice to be tendered 
to the Sovereign, and that course the 
Prime Minister adopted on the First 
Reading of this Bill. In substance, I 
have no doubt that advice will be given, 
but as for the possibility of a Ministry 
saying that they would not only give that 
advice, but see that it was carried out to | 
the exact letter, is a course which, I 
submit, cannot constitutionally be, 
followed. This Bill has other stages, and 
when the Prime Minister, who is un- 
avoidably absent, returns, he will see 
if he can constitutionally meet the wishes 
of the noble Earl opposite. 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY : My Lords, 
I am rather anxious that the title should 
not be considered definite, as announced 


Lord Burghelere. 


‘assumed. Is 





RDS} Bill. 


on the First Reading of the Bill, for 
reasons which I advanced last night ; 
and I do venture, with great submission, 
to urge once more on the Government 
that, in the advice they may ultimately 
tender to the Sovereign, they will not 
lose sight of my suggestion. I found it 
on two grounds. In the first place, it 
is a concise following of precedent, and, 
in the next place, I rather suspect that 
if the colonies who have been consulted 
were to be consulted again with refer- 
ence to this title, they would not be 
disinclined to adopt the suggestion. 
My view is that the title of ‘“ Britains 
beyond the Seas”’ takes away from 
the title any sense of colony or depen- 
dency, which I think all who wish well! 
to the Empire must be anxious to 
remove. “ British Dominions,” it is 
quite true, does not explicitly convey 
that idea, nor can one reason about the 
inference one draws, but it is quite 
certain that the title of ‘‘ Britains” 
places the parts of the Empire outside 
these islands more distinctly and ex- 
plicitly on an equality with these islands 
than any other title which could be 
it not a fair contention 
that we do not consider that those who 
planted, and maintained, and have raised 
these colonies to their present position 
were merely founding dependencies ! 
My view, and I believe the view of many 
of your Lordships, is this, that they were 
more in the position of these colonies of 
ancient Greece which carried with 
them, wherever they went, a portion 
of ancient Greece—that they were 
resuscitating all over the world the 
name, the traditions, and the constitu- 
tion of Great Britain. And I myself 
should go much further. I suppose that 
it would be impossible, without legislation, 
to get rid of the cumbrous title of the 
King as it at present stands—* Of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, King,” and so forth. If it said 
“ Of all the Britains within and beyond 
the Seas,” it would be a finer, a simpler, 
and more comprehensive title than it 1s 
now. And you have the advantage of 
conciseness, of being able to give that 
title in two words, “ Brittanniarum Rex” 
or “Omnium Brittanniarum Rex” on 
the coins, which is more than you could 
do, with any possible abbreviation, with 
the proposal now before the House. 1 
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do not wish to trouble the House further. | had to deal. It would be in the recol- 
I have laid before your Lordships as| lection of those who had taken an 
fully and fairly as I can the reasons | interest in this question that a Bill was 
which brought me to offer this humble | promoted two years ago for amalgamat- 
suggestion to the Government, and all ing five townships with the city of 
[ask is that they will not definitely tender | Dublin. That Bill was passed by a very 
‘their advice to the Sovereign without | large majority when it came up in this 
at least considering the suggestion. House for Second Reading—a majority, 
'he thought, of 162—and the argument 

Bill reported without amendment ;; urged on both sides of the House was 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill! that Dublin ought not to be treated 
‘to be read 3% on Thursday next. | differently from any other city in Great 
Britain. Against that it was said that 

House adjourned at ten minutes before there were no precedents for carrying a 

sath, Wik ak eat ee | proposal to amalgamate against the 

wishes of the outlying parts of the town 

—— | which it desired to amalgamate. If that 

an ie ati | were true, the only justification for the 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. lattitude which the Government had 
Tuesday, 30th July, 1901. taken up would fall to the ground, 

: ; | because the Government only intervened 
——— _in this matter holding that this Bill ought 

* Weeks to be a substitute for amalgamation, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | that it was put forward as a substitute 
magne for amalgamation, and that it must 

DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES)|be considered in that light. Well, 
BILL. (By Orpen.) |that measure went to another place, 

Lords’ Amendments considered. ‘and Amendments were introduced 
‘into it which led to the two Houses 

Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| disagreeing, and the Bill was lost. 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) said he | Last year another Bill for amalgamating 
thought it would be convenient that he|the five townships was introduced. 
should make a brief explanation on | Again it was passed by a large majority 
behalf of the Government of their inter-|in the House of Commons. In order to 
vening in what hon. Members would see | bring this vexed question to a satisfactory 
by the notice on the Paper to bea private conclusion, a Joint Committee of both 
Bill, and nothing more than a private | Houses was appointed to consider the 
Bill. When this Bill came up to this! merits of amalgamation. It was a very 
House in the first instance he found it | strong Committee. The chairman was 
his duty to rise and state the position of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
the Government towards the measure. | for the Clitheroe Division of Lancashire, 
After consultation with his colleagues, he | and other members were Lord Welby, 
was commissioned to say that the Govern- | Lord Wenlock, Lord Llandaff, and 
ment would have to oppose that Bill) another Peer, and the hon. Member for 
unless certain Amendments were! Bolton and his hon. friend the Member 
accepted by the promoters, but he also|for Chelsea, and the hon. Baronet the 
added the information that if these| Member for the Brixton Division of 
Amendments were accepted by the pro- Lambeth. The Committee considered 
moters of the Bill the Government, for | the question of amalgamating these five 
reasons which he gave, would feel it its | townships. It did amalgamate three of 
duty to countenance and support it in | them ; it did not amalgamate two of 
its remaining stages. It might be asked ‘them. But it was not content to allow 
why the Government felt it their duty to| the matter to rest there. It sent down 
intervene at all, even at this stage of the | a unanimous Report, signed by all those 
Bill. In order to explain that he must | eight gentlemen, in which the Com- 
very briefly remind the House of the | mittee directed the attention of this 
transactions which led up to this measure | House and of the Government to the fact 
ind the situation with which they now | that although they had not amalgamated 
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these two townships, they still felt and 
enjoined upon them the necessity of 
some adequate contribution from these 
townships for value received. They said 
that in respect of a number of matters, 
to be found in the Schedule to this Bill, 
the townships derived benefits, and 
made no return for those benefits, and 
they indicated that Parliament ought to 
follow the principle of the law equalising 
rates in London. 
came down to this House there was 
a very interesting debate upon it. 


Dublin (Equalisation 


Every member of this House who 
sat on that Committee urged the 


Government with one voice themselves 
to initiate legislation by public Bill, in 
order that the townships should make 
some contribution for the benefits 
which they received. The Government 
was not in a position to give that under- 
taking. It was unusual, in fact he 
thought unprecedented, for the Govern- 
ment to undertake that they would pro- 
ceed with another Bill in another session 
of Parliament. But this pledge was 
given by the Government of the day— 
by his predecessor, with the authority 
of the First Lord of the Treasury. He 


(the First Lord) undertook that the 
Government would, before the 20th 
November, acquaint the Corporation 


ot Dublin with the decision which had 
been arrived at, in order that in the event 
of the Government determining to pro- 
ceed by public Bill the Corporation 
should not be put to the expense of a 
private Bill. Owing to the dissolution, 
and owing to the reconstruction of the 
Government, it was quite impossible 
that that pledge should be fulfilled. 
When he arrived in Dublin, one of the 
first things he found was this pledge ; 
he found it very difficult, owing to force 
majeure, to deal with it in a way that 
would be at all satisfactory. The time 
for giving notice of a private Bill had 
almost elapsed, and it was not possible 
to tuke the sense of his colleagues on the 
matter. Therefore he carefully studied 
—uassisted by those who were best able 
to give him advice—the recommenda- 
tions of this very strong Joint Select 
Committee of both Houses, and he had a 
Bill drafted which he then thought, and 
still thought, embodied the sense and 
intention of the advice—he might almost 
call it the direction—which the Com- 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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mittee had given to the Government and 
to the House. It was at that time still 
an open question whether the Govern- 
ment would introduce such a Bill, or 
whether, in the event of the promoters 
proceeding with their private Bill, the 
Government would help that Bill. It 
was found more convenient, particularly 
in the circumstances of this session, that 
the Government should not proceed by a 
public Bill, and that was how it came 
about that the Government determined 
to oppose this, unless the promoters 
accepted the Government Amendments. 
The Government Amendments were 
considerable in number, but they were 
accepted by the promoters, and the Bill, 
as amended, was passed unanimously 
by a Committee of this House. That 
Bill so amended went up to another place, 
and there for the first time opposition 
was offered to two of the Government 
Amendments. This House, neither on 
the Second Reading nor during the 
Committee stage, had any opportunity of 
considering what they might or might 
not add to these exceptions that were 
taken to the scheme that the Govern- 
ment had suggested. He would not be 
in order in going into the merits of those 
two Amendments at this stage. When 
they were reached he hoped he might be 
able to deal with them ; but he did feel 
that it was necessary that the House 
should hear some preliminary statement 
from him on this subject. 

Might he revert for a moment to the 
argument that the outlying townships of 
large cities were not to be amalgamated 


against their will. The case really 
hinged upon that. He had gone into this 
matter with some care at the Local 


Government Board of England, and he 
found that the very reverse was the case. 
He found that in the course of the dis- 
cussion upon the Act of 1890 the prin- 
ciple was then laid down that opposition 
on the part of townships proposed to be 
amalgamated should not necessarily pre- 
vail. That principle was acted upon in 
the case of Tamworth and Manchester in 
1890, Birmingham in 1891, Richmond 
in 1892, Southampton in 1895, Plymouth 
in 1896, Devizes in 1898, Harrogate in 
1899, and in the session in the case of 
Stockport and South Shields an amalga- 
mation scheme had been carried in the 
face of the opposition of some of the 
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outlying townships. That being the | House and to the Government. It was 
case, he thought the Government was | not logical that, because a Committee of 
not bound to follow the direction of ‘the other House had arrived at a 
the Committee and to invent, if it conclusion opposite and antagonistic to 
could, a substitute for amalgamation. ‘the conclusion arrived at by the Com- 
The presumption, if the procedure of mittee of this House, therefore, they 
Parliament was regarded, was in favour should throw the advice and direction of 
of amalgamation. For reasons which that Committee to the winds. Clearly 
he fully shared—hon. Members for Ireland | a strong case was made for trying to get 
would perhaps not fully agree with him— | back if they could by some means “to 
but for reasons which he held as strongly something like the situation which ob- 
as any of his friends, he had felt that | tained last year—to a condition of affairs 
it would be impolitic. and perhaps unfair, when both Houses were, side by side, 
to proceed with amalgamation in this | taking cognisance of this matter. One 
ease. But, holding that view, he still’ House could not decide offhand on the 
thought that some adequate substitute | assumption that the Committee of this 
must be provided for amalgamation House acted carelessly or ignorantly. 
which would safeguard the townships, | He had tried to show that that was not 
and that he thought had been provided | the case—that the Committee of this 
for by the Amendments of the Govern- House had before it Amendments care- 
ment without inflicting any indefensible fully framed to meet the very evil which 
loss on the ratepayers of the city of the other House had sought to remedy in 
Dublin. He could only say that he! another wav. He thought it right to 
would deeply regret to see the loss of this | make this preliminary statement in the 
Bill, and he might be told that that might | House. , 

be the result of this House disagreeing 

with the Amendments that had come First two Lords’ Amendments dis- 
down from another place, and that they agreed to without discussioi. 

might be brought back to the melancholy 

deadlock of 1899. If this compromise, On the Lords’ Amendment_in page 4, 
which had been worked out so carefully Clause 3 (“ Equalisation of Rates”), 
by the Joint Select Committee and Motion made, and Question proposed, 
adopted by the Government, was not “That this House do disagree with the 
assented to, it would undoubtedly lead toa Lords in the said Amendment.” 

revival of the question of amalgamation, 

and when it was considered that nearly Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) made 
£70,000 of the ratepayers’ money had some observations which were inaudible 
been spent already on this question, he did in the gallery. 

humbly submit that they ought to en- 

deavour to find a fair solution which Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin Harbour) 
would put an end to this strife for ever. said he might point out to the right hon. 
The Bill as it left this House would give Member opposite that the very Com- 
a great deal to the townships, because mittee that added the townships that he 
they would maintain their separate exis- | referred to was the Committee that made 
tence. but that was accomplished without | this strong recommendation in regard to 
any injustice on the ratepayers of Dublin. | the townships of Rathmines and Pem- 
It might be said. ‘‘ Those may be your | broke. The Joint Committee had before 
hopes, but they are doomed to disappoint- | them the whole case. They added Drum- 
ment.’ He did not think so. In 1899 condra, New Kilmainham, and Clontarf ; 
they were in a very different position. they gave them differential rates, and 
They were almost at the last days of the! they excluded Rathmines and Pembroke, 
session when the Lords’ Amendments and recommended that, while excluding 
came down, and there was no time for | them, they should be brought in for the 
further consideration. That was not the | purpose of expenditure which was ecm- 
case now. But there was a more vital | mon to them and the other townships. 
difference. Since then this Joint Select 

Committee of both Houses had given its| Mr. WYNDHAM said he should like 
advice, or, as he put it, a direction to this | to point out that the Bill as it left this 
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House embodied a number of Amend- 
ments to provide for this very point. As 
originally brought in by the promoters 
the Bill laid down the hard and fast date 
of the 3lst day of March, 1902. The 
Government felt that that might bring 
about injustice, and, in order to avoid 
that, they left it to the Local Government 
Board in Ireland to extend the time, 
could reason be shown. There might 
very likely be good reasons for extending 
the time to a certain extent. Arising out 
of that, he might say this, that the town- 
ships had been revalued in recent years. 
Dublin had asked for a revaluation. It 
was impossible to say when that revalua- 
tion would be carried out, though it 
should be carried out in the course of the 
next tew years. But clearly, the fact that 
one had been revalued and the other had 
not was an important factor. The ad- 
vantage which the Government plan had 
over the rigid plan which had been in- 
serted in the Bill in another place was 
that it allowed some elasticity and arbi- 
tration upon those matters, which could 
only be determined by impartial local 
and detailed examination into the exact 
circumstances both of the citv and of the 
townships. 


Sir U. KAY SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) thought that, 
perhaps, as chairman of the Committee 
which dealt with this Bill, he might be 
allowed to say one word. He would 
remind the House that the cause of the 
appointment of the Joint Select Com- 
mittee was this deadlock to which the 
right hon. Gentleman had alluded in 
1900. The Committee were particu- 
larly pressed with the responsibility 
placed upon them to find some solution 
tor that deadlock, so that these public 
bodies, the Corporation of Dublin and 
the local authorities of these townships, 
should not go on spending public money 
in a perpetual wrangle and fight on this 
vexed subject. They made a very 
thorough inquiry into the whole ques- 
tion, they held as many as twenty-five 
sittings, and they presented, as the 
right hon. Gentleman had said, a unani- 
mous Report. He would only say that 
this Bill, as it left the House of Commons, 
and in the form to which the right hon. 
Gentleman now proposed to restore it, 
was in accordance with the unanimous 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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recommendations of the Joint Select 
Committee. Asregarded the particular 
point—that these burdens ought to be 
shared between the Corporation of 
Dublin and the townships, and not be 
borne by one or the other only, because 
they affected both alike—it seemed to 
him that by far the best plan was that 
recommended by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


On the Lords’ Amendment—in page 4, 
Clause 3, Sub-section 4 (‘‘ sixpenny 
limit ’’)—motion made, and Question 
proposed, ** That this House do disagree 
with the Lords in the said Amendment.” 


*Mr. LECKY said that the Lords’ 
Amendment simply carried into effect 
the unanimous recommenidation of the 
Joint Select Committee of 1890. That 
Committee recommended the London 
Equalisation Act of 1894 as a model, and 


| this Act fixed the maximum additional 


rate at 6d. The Bill left the fixing of 
the additional rate absolutely to the Local 
Government Board in Ireland. He had 
every confidence in the Local Govern- 
ment Board as at present constituted, 
and believed that they would do their 
duty honestly and carefully ; but at the 
same time he did not see why the recom- 
mendation of the Committee should not 
be adhered to, and some limit imposed. 
The joint expenditure of the corporation 
must be determined by the corporation 
of Dublin, which was far richer and 
more powerful than Rathmines and 
Pembroke, and there was considerable 
danger of their going to expenditure 
ruinous to the poorer districts if no 
maximum was fixed. The whole valua- 
tion of this district was only £256,000, 
and a sixpenny rate would amount to 
not less than £6,616 a year. No doubt 
Rathmines and Pembroke ought to make 
some contribution to the Dublin expen- 
diture, but in the interest of economy 
there should be a limit fixed. If the 
Government do not approve of that in 
the Lords’ Amendment they should sug- 
gest one themselves. He did not intend 
to divide the House ; he would content 
himself with simply making this protest. 


Mr. HARRINGTON said he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman might rest 
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assured that the interests of Rathmines | 
and Pembroke were best preserved by | 
the provision that the Local Government | 
Board of Ireland should have some) 
control over the expenditure. The 
Local Government Board had to give | 
permission for almost all the expenditure 
in these schedules. The Local Govern- | 
ment Board audited alike the accounts 
of the corporation and the accounts of | 
the two townships, and therefore the 
Local Government Board would be in a 
position to judge whether the expendi- 
ture had been properly incurred, and 
this Bill imposed upon them discretion, 
even if they found it had been improperly 
incurred, still to determine how much 
ought to be charged to the townships. 
He thought too much had been made of 
the supposed analogy of the case of 
London. The matters which were the | 
subject of equalisation in this Bill were, 
with one exception, equalised in the 
metropolitan area by a common charge | 
upon all the various authorities. Take 
one item alone—the item for the charge 
of lunatics. The two workhouses, that 
for the townships as well as that for the 
city, were situated within the municipal 
boundaries of the city of Dublin. All | 
pauper lunatics were sent to those two | 
workhouses. If, on the proper principle | 
of equalisation, it turned out that the | 
rate should be 84d., it was manifestly | 
unfair to impose a limit of 6d. over the 
whole of this expenditure in the schedule. 
There could not be a better authority or 
a better system of rating as between the 
city and those two townships, if the | 
townships did not take their place with 
the city in supervising the expenditure ; 
but most undoubtedly, if they were con- 
tributing to a common expenditure, 
there could not be a better tribunal to 
determine what the proportion should | 
‘be than the Local Government Board. 


*Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) thought 
that, as a member of the Joint Select 
Committee, he ought to say a word or 
two on this Amendment of the Lords. 
The right hon. Member for the Univer- 
sity of Dublin had dwelt particularly 
on the fact that that Committee recom- 
mended the Government to follow the 
law equalising ratesin London. Every- 
body who was in the least concerned 
with the Equalisation of Rates Act, 
which governed in London, knew that 
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that was not a very happy precedent- 
No one who knew its working would 
seek to make its method of equalisa- 
tion applicable to any other district. 
He was sure that the right hon. 
Gentleman who was chairman of 
the Committee would agree with him 
when he said that when they made this 
recommendation what they wished to do 
was this—to ask the Government and 
Parliament to sanction generally the 
principle of equalisation, and not in any 
way to sanction it as applied and carried 
out by the Equalisation of Rates Act for 
London. Speaking rather more gener- 
ally, he would say—speaking, if he might 
be allowed, especially to hon. Gentlemen 
on that side of the House—-that he did 
not think any member of the Committee 
would contradict him if he said that he 
was one of its members who was most 
reluctant to assent to any scheme which 


| would include Rathmines and Pembroke 


in the city of Dublin; but, while he 
held that view, he certainly was con- 
vinced that these two communities 
should contribute substantially and im- 
mediately tothe expenditure which was for 
the common good of them and of Dublin. 
In his judgment the Bill, as it passed this 
House, was only making proper pro- 
vision for the contribution that should 
be borne by Rathmines and Pembroke. 
He therefore hoped the House would 
reject this Amendment of the Lords, and 
restore the Bill to the form in which it 
left this House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said perhaps he 
might be allowed to point out that the 
Government introduced an Amendment 
on Clause 4 of the Bill, which ran as 
follows— 

“ In determining the proportion payable in 
respect of any head and expenditure to or by 
the Corporation of a district council, the Local 
Government Board shall take into account the 
relative benefit derived by the city and urban 
districts respectively from such expenditure 
and such other circumstances as appear to the 
Board proper to be taken into account.” 


Those were very wide words, and it was 
not surprising that at first the promoters 
demurred to them ; however, in the end 
they accepted this Amendment proposed 
by the Government, and therefore the 
Local Government Board had the fullest 
power to take every circumstance into 
account. He was glad the House had 
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been assured by members of the Joint 
Select Committee that the words he had 
just read embodied the intention of the 
Committee. When the Committee re- 
commended that the principle of the law 
equalising rates in London should be 
followed, they did not mean to refer to 
the one Act dealing with lighting, public 
health, and roads. In the schedule to 
this Bill many other purposes were also 
mentioned—markets, reformatory and 
industrial schools, and lunatic asylums. 
His right hon. friend the Member for the 


University of Dublin had said that he was | 


as anxious as anyone that this question 
should be dealt with fairly ; but surely 
he was not prepared to follow a superficial 
analogy with the London Bill, and by so 
doing to exclude altogether from the 
operation of this Act three important 
heads, under which the townships derived 
considerable benefit? It was said that 
other parts of Ireland also sent their 
lunatics to Dublin. That was perfectly 
true, but the Local Government Board 
was there to arbitrate, and see that these 
two townships only paid for the value 
that they received; so he thought 
that that argument fell to the ground. 
There were many differences between 
the circumstances of Dublin and the 
circumstances of London. London was 
a municipal entity. Under the Act of 
1887 other rates might be imposed 
besides those imposed up to the date of 
that legislation. Again, in the case of 
London the ratepayer who paid a differ- 
ent rate in Kensington to that paid by 
the ratepayer, say in Whitechapel, did so 
because in a very direct manner it was for 
his benefit that the artisans should live 
in Whitechapel. But in the present case 
many of those who lived in Pembroke 
and Rathmines were compelled to carry 
on their business in Dublin. They used 
these roads, lights, and markets six days 
out of seven throughout the whole year. 
He had indicated three very substantial 
differences between the case of Dublin 
and that of London, and he must ask the 
House to agree with him that the Govern- 
ment had more accurately interpreted 
the intentions of the Joint Select Com- 
mittee than the Committee which sat in 
another place. 


Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT (Durham), as 


a Member of the House of Commons Com- 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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mittee which considered this Bill in 
1900, thought he might be allowed to 
say two words. The fact was that the 
very matter which was suggested before 
the House of Commons Select Committee 
was whether or not the London pre- 
cedent was bound to be exactly followed. 
It appeared to the Committee that 
though they were bound to do their best 
to carry out the principle which the 
London Act aimed at, and to apply the 
principle of equalisation which that Act 
embodied, they were not bound to follow 
the precise method adopted in that Act. 
It was a great satisfaction to him, and he 
was sure to all other members of the 
House of Commons’ Committee to hear 
on the authority of members of the Joint 
Committee that that was the view taken 
by the Joint Committee themselves. 


Sir U. KAY SHUTTLEWORTH said 
perhaps it was only right that he should 
confirm the statement made by the hen. 
Gentleman opposite as to the view of 
the Joint Committee. They distinctly 
adopted the precedent of London for the 
equalisation of rates, but they did not 
mean to restrict that to the one Act of 
1894. They knew that in London there 
was a system by which for various reasons 
the richer part of the Metropolis took 
burdens greater than those taken by 
other parts of London. But in laying 
down the principle that the burdens 
should be shared, the Committee certainly 
did not mean—he was sure that he might 
speak for every member of the Committee 
as to this—to bind down the Govern- 
ment or the Corporation of Dublin to 
follow the particular Act by which equali- 
sation was arrived at between the various 
communities in London. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


The remaining Amendments of the 
Lords were also disagreed with. 


Committee appointed to draw up 
Reasons to be assigned to the Lords for 
disagreeing to certain of their Amend- 
ments to the Bill. 


Committee nominated of: Mr. Wynd- 
ham, Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
Mr. Solicitor General, Sir Ughtred Kay- 
Shuttleworth, Mr. Lecky, Mr. Harring- 
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ton, and Mr. Whitmore. 
Quorum.—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


To withdraw immediately. 


CHRIST’S HOSPITAL (LONDON) BILL 
{Lords}. 


{30 JuLy 1901} 
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BOARD PROVISIONAL 
| ORDER (LONDON) BILL [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Stepney Borough 
| Council be at liberty to attend by Counsel 
/and Agent and give evidence before the 
/Committee on the above Bill at their 
sitting on Thursday, lst August, in 


Read the third time, and passed, with |respect of the Blakeley Street Site.— 


Amendments. 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [Lords]. 


King’s Consent signified ; Bill read the | 
third time, and passed, with Amend- | 


ments. 
NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS BILL 
| Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [Lords]. (By Orper.) 
As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. | 


(By OrRpDeER.) 


considered ; Amend- 
3ill to be read the third 


As amended, 
ments made ; 
time. 


BIRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. (By Orper.) 


As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. (By Orper.) 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [Lords]. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | Metropolitan 


ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 


(Sir J. Gorst.) 





| 

| MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 

| TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 

| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


i 

| HENDON TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 

| Reported [Preamble not proved]; Re- 

port to lie upon the Table, and to be 

| printed. 

RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 11). 

| Mr. JEFFREYS reported from the Com- 

|mittee on Group 11 of Railway Bills ; 

| That, there being no business ready for 

| their consideration, the Committee had 

| adjourned till Thursday next, at half-past 

| Twelve of the clock. 

| Report to lie upon the Table. 

| ik 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP P). 

| Sir FreperRIcK Gopson reported from 

ithe Committee on Group P of Private 

| Bills; That, for the convenience otf 

| parties, they had adjourned till Thursday 

‘next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to, Local 

/Government Provisional Order (Port) 
Bill, without amendment. 

| That they have agreed to, Shireoaks, 

| Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill ; 

| Electric Supply — Bill; 

| London and India Locks (New Works) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | Ril] ; Brighton Corporation Bill ; Clyde 


(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. | 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 
Amendments. | 


| 
| 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS | 
AND GENERAL) ORDER CONFIRMA- | 
TION BILL [Lords]. 

[UnpDER THE Private LEGISLATION PRocepurs | 

(ScorLanp) Act, 1899.] | 

Read the third time, and passed, | 
without amendment. | 
{ 


Valley Electrical Power Bill; Glasgow 
and South Western Railway Bill, with 


| Amendments. 


That they have agreed to, Amend- 
ment to Albion Steam Coal Company 
Bill [Lords}. 

That they have agreed to, Amend- 
ments to Chester Corporation Tramways 
Bill [Lords]; Manchester Corporation 
Bill [Lords], without amendment. 
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PETITIONS. | ditions of appointment to Clerkships in 

| His Majesty's General Register House, 

AGRICULTURAL RATES 4UT (i896) | Edinburgh [by Command]; to lie upon 


ETC., CONTINUANC® Lill. "| the Table. 


> 224° " ‘ . ‘ , | 
Petition of the Scottish Chamber of | EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Agriculture, in favour ; to lie upon the | 





‘Table. | Copy presented, of Return of Evictions 
/in Ireland for the quarter ended 30th 
June, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon 


‘CHARITY COMMISSION SCHEMES | 
the Table. 


(TENURE OF OFFICE OF HEAD ns 
ASSISTANT TEACHERS). 


Petition of Thomas Allen, for inquiry | 
to lie upon the | 


by a Royal Commission ; 


Tabie. 


EDUCATION BILL. 


Petitions against, from Hull ; 
eastle-on-Tyne ; London (four) ; 
«chester (three) ; Westminster ; Glasgow ; 
Charlton ; Huddersfield ; Burton- on- 
Trent ; Hanley ; Leicester : and Sunder- 
land ; to lie upon the Table. 


New- 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND(SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, in favour; to 
Jie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Waun Llwyd ; 
Ebbw Vale; and Victoria (Monmouth- 
-shire) ; to lie upon the Table. 


“SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Alvah, in favour ; to lie 
eapon the Table. 


REPORTS, 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES) 

Copy presented, of Return by Rail- 
~way Companies of the United Kingdom 
for the six 
December, 1900 [by Command] ; 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, ETC. 


REGISTER HOUSE, EDINBURGH. 
Copy presented, of Order by the Secre- 


Man- | 


mand]; 


| 2673 and 
| upon the Table. 


‘of July, 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Report of Inspectors 


of Irish Fisheries on the Sea and Inland 


Fisheries of Ireland for 1900 [by Com- 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2674 [by Command]; to lie 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


Chamber of London.—Annual Ac- 


/counts of the Chamberlain of London 
for the vear 1900 [by Act]; to be printed. 


[No. 292.] 


SOUTH AFRICAN TELEGRAPHS. 

Copy ordered, ‘“‘of the Agreement 
made the 27th day of July, 1901, be- 
tween His Majesty’s Government, the 
Governments of Cape Colony and Natal, 
the British South Africa Company, and 
the Eastern and South African Tele- 
graph Companies for the Transmission 
of telegraph traffic to and from South 


| Africa ; together with a copy of the Trea- 


sury Minute thereon, dated the 29th day 
1901.—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 


| Lain.) 


months ending the 31st) 
to lie | 


to lie 


Copy presented accordingly ; 
[No. 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 
293.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—CIVIL ADMINISTRA 
TION OF NEW COLONIES. 


Sirk BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he proposes to 


vtary for Scotland prescribing the con- ,lay before the House in greater detail 
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than he has yet done the proposals of | 
His Majesty’s Government regarding the | 
civil administration of the Transvaal | 
and Orange River Colonies before asking 
the House to vote supplies for that 


purpose. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have to refer the 
hon. Member to an answer on the same 
subject which I gave to the hon. Member 
for Banff on Tuesday, 11th June. | 








CONCENTRATION CAMPS— 
MISS HOBHOUSE’S SUGGESTIONS. | 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: I beg | 
to ask the Secretary of State for War | 


whether Miss Hobhouse‘s suggestions | right 
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546: 
SANNAH’S POST ENGAGEMENT. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for - 

War whether the despatch of General 

Broadwood on the Sannah’s Post defeat 

has been published in its original form ; . 

and can he state what explanation, if 

any, there is of the circumstance that 
in the despatch written three weeks 
after the engagement there is no mention 

of the fact that General Broadwood had . 

telegraphed twice for reinforcements. 


Mr. BRODRICK: General Broad- 
wood’s despatch was published exactly 


Questions. 


/as it was received by the War Office. I 


have no further statement to make with 


regard to it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Can the 


hon. Gentleman explain the 





with regard to the management and | curious circumstance thatjno notice was - 
care of the women and children in the | taken in the despatch of the fact that 
concentrated camps have been adopted} Generali Broadwood telegraphed twice - 








by the War Office ; whether Miss Hob- 
house has requested to be allowed to 
proceed again to South Africa, in order 
to give help in the work of charitable 
relief in the camps; and whether such 
assistance has been accepted or refused, 
and, if refused, on what grounds. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I communicated to Miss Hob- 
house on 27th June in detail the points 
on which the Government had been 
able to adopt suggestions made by her 
in respect of concentration camps. Miss 
Hobhouse requested leave to return to 
South Africa to represent the “ South 
Africa Distress Fund,” the officials of 
which wrote officially proposing that 
their representatives should undertake 
in the camps functions similar to those 
discharged at home by women guardians 
of the poor. I have been forced to 
decline Miss Hobhouse‘s proposal, in | 
common with those of several other ladies 
representing philanthropic agencies, 
as the Government have appointed a 
committee of their own, and are of 
opinion that the establishment of inde- 
pendent committees in camps con- 
trolled by the Government would lead 
to difficulty. 





t+ See Debates [kourth Series], Vol. xev., | 
page 56. 


for reinforcements ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: That is a question. 


| for General Broadwood. 


} 
| 
| 


| VLAKFONTEIN—ALLEGED ABANDON- 
MENT OF BRITISH WOUNDED. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask . 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
‘on the night of 30th May the British 
‘forces at Vlakfontein retired under 
| cover of the night to Naauwpoort Nek, 
‘leaving all their wounded in the camp: 
{at Vlakfontein. and whether the wounded . 
{were all captured by the Boers on the 
| following morning ; and, if so, whether 
‘he can inform the House what has 
| become of these wounded men. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord StTAn_ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): In reply 
‘to inquiries Lord Kitchener telegraphed 
as follows— 


| “General Dixon reports that when he- 
marched from Vlakfontein night of 30th May, 

for Naauwpoort, he left his hospital which 
contained many serious cases to move by day- 

| light 31st May along good road directing 
for Krugersdorp. This he did. Some six or 
eight Boers came in sight of the hospital, but. 
in no way molested it.” 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY— ARREARS OF 
PAY—DISTRIBUTION OF MEDALS, 


Mr. GEORGE PALMER (Reading) : 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for: 








DLT Questions. 


War whether he is aware that the 58th 
Company of the Imperial Yeomanry 
returned to England on the 25th June; 
that on the 24th July they had still not 
been paid off; and that there was an 
officer of the company in England, who 
might have been employed to pay the 
men, but that he was allowed to resign 
before the aforesaid company was paid ; 
ean he explain why this officer, who 
alone knew to what medal clasps the 
men of the company were entitled, was 
allowed to resign, and thus prevent the 
medal rolls being properly made out to 
enable the men‘to receive their due at 
the hands of His Majesty at the presen- 
tation of medals on 26th July; and 


will he state whether these men were | 


sent home from South Africa without 
any documents; and whether they are 
entitled to receive pay until these papers 
are sent to England and the men are 
finally discharged. 


Lorp STANLEY: This company has 
been demobilised. I. am making in- 
quiries into the facts mentioned by the 
hon. Member, and I shall be glad if he 
will furnish me with particulars of any 
specific case of hardship. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spal- 
ding): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
ealled to the fact that thirty-two non- 
commissioned officers and men declined 
to attend the presentation of medals 
by the King on the Horse Guards Parade 
on Friday, on the grounds that they 
cannot submit to be decorated while the 


wives and families of some of them are | 


starving through their pay being in 


the alleged grievance of the men and 
provide some arrangement by which 
they may receive their pay more promptly 
in future. 
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for a payment of four-fifths of the sums 
which appear to be due to the men. 


Questions, 


SOLDIERS’ PRIVATE PROPERTY. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 


' shire, Eifion): | beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for War whether he is aware 
that in consequence of orders issued by 
the officer in command of troops on 
board the steamship “Kent,” in Feb- 
ruary, 1900, all revolvers and pistols in 
possession of the troops conveyed by 
that ship had to be given up to the troop 
leaders on arrival at Cape Town, and that 
Trooper G. W. Roberts, No. 3,622, 29th 
Company Imperial Yeomanry, in pur- 
suance of such orders, gave up to Lieu- 
tenant C. Wynne Eyton a Mauser pistol, 
which he had received as a present froma 
relation, and that on his return on apply- 
ing for the pistol he was unable to obtain 


| the same, and was informed by Sergeant- 
'Major Bruton that it was lost; and 
whether he will make inquiries into the 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware of | 


the matters alleged in the question. On 
the contrary, the applications received 


to attend the parade were far in excess | 


of the number who could be accommo- 
dated. In a corps not organised as 
regulars the settlement of these accounts 


is not easy, but every effort is being made | 


to meet the difficulty. 


matter and see that the pistol or its 
value shall be restored to Mr. Roberts. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
of the matters alluded to. All grievances 
of soldiers should be referred by them 
to their commanding officer in the man- 
ner prescribed in the regulations. Until, 
therefore, it is clearly shown that every 
legitimate attempt to obtain redress has 
been tried and has failed I should not be 
prepared to institute any inquiries. 


DECEASED SOLDIERS’ ESTATES—CASE 
OF GRIFFITH-GRIFFITHS. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 


arrear, and whether he will investigate | the Secretary of State for War whether he 


isaware that Shoeing-smith J. Griffiths, 


No. 3,708, 29th Company Imperial 
Yeomanry, son of Griffith-Griffiths, 
Old Cottage, Aber, near Bangor, 
died of wounds at No. 8 General 


Hospital, Bloemfontein, early in Decem- 
ber, 1900, having in his possession over 
£5 in coin, which a fellow trooper handed 
to Sergeant Smith, of the hospital staff, 
and that neither this money, nor the 
pay due to the deceased soldier, nor any 
of his personal possessions (other than 
a few trifling things that were taken 


As I have already | care of by his fellow trooper) have been 
told the House, orders have been given | delivered to his parents; and whether 
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he will make inquiries to ascertain what 
is the cause of the delay. 


Lorp STANLEY: The final statement 
of the deceased soldier’s account not 
having been received from South Africa, 
and no application having been made 
by the relatives, the money in the hands 
of the War Office was not issued. The 
hon. Member’s letter has been treated 
as an application, and the necessary 
forms have been sent to Mr. Griffiths to 
fill in. 


VOLUNTEERS AND THE NEW 
ORGANISATION SCHEME. 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state what number of 
Volunteer battalions have accepted the 
conditions laid down in the Army 
scheme to qualify them for inclusion 
in the new army corps ; and whether it 
is intended to modify these conditions. 


ARMY 


Mr. BRODRICK: Twenty-five bat- 
talions accepted the conditions laid down 
in the Army scheme, but the date of its 
introduction necessarily made it difficult 
this vear for all to make arrangements 
to fulfil the special conditions with regard 
to camp. No question has arisen of 
modifying the conditions. 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH 
HIGHLANDERS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, in view of the fact that the War 
Office regulations will not admit of the 
grant of any pecuniary compensation 
to the dependents of the late !rivate 
Macaulay, 3rd Seaforth Highlanders. 
who lost his life as the result of exposure 
to the weather when making the passage 
with his regiment from Kyle of Lochalsh 
to Stornoway on the night of the 11th 
June, in one of M‘Brayne’s steamers, 
which was quite unprovided with any 
kind of shelter, will the Department 
communicate with Mr. M‘Brayne with 
the object of obtaining some compensa- 
tion, seeing that it was his duty to provide 
a suitable steamer for these troops. 


Lorp STANLEY: The question of a 
claim for compensation from the owners 
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of the steamer is one for the considera- 
tion of the dependents of the soldier con- 
cerned. 


DEFECTIVE MARK IV. BULLETS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in view of the fact 
that 50,000,000 defective Mark IV. 
bullets were manufactured, and that 
4,500,000 of these bullets were so 
defective that they had to be broken up. 
will he say when an opportunity will 
be afforded for discussing the Vote 
affecting this question. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.) : I find that the hon. Member 
has already asked this question four or 
five times. 


Mr. WEIR: And why not ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He has ad- 
dressed it to the Department concerned, 
and any further question on the subject 
should be put to that Department. 


Mr. WEIR: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman know that the noble Lord 
who represents the Department will not 
give me any information? That is 
why I apply to the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And all the 


information I can give I have given. 


Mr. WEIR: Are we not to be allowed 
to discuss this matter ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
question has been answered. 


The 


4tu VOLUNTEER BATTALION, NORFOLK 
REGIMENT—CASE OF S. J. Y. BROCK. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.) : 


I beg 


‘to ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether his attention has been drawn 
to the case of S. J. Y. Brock, late 
colour-sergeant of the A Company, 


4th Volunteer Battalion, Norfolk regi- 
ment, who has been reduced to the rank 
of corporal, owing to his inability, 
through pressure of private business, to 
attend camp for a fortnight ; and whether 
there have been many other cases in 
‘which Volunteer battalions have been 
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deprived of the services of thoroughly | he can state the object of disbanding two 
efficient non-commissioned officers of | battalions of the Liverpool Regiment, 
long service, as a result of the substitu- | when out of the eight battalions of the 
tion of a fortnight’s training in camp | garrison regiments which were to be 





instead of one week. 


Lorp STANLEY: Nothing has been 


reported to the War Office with regard 
yo this case or any other similar cases 
referred to in the question. 


REDUCTION OF COURT-MARTIAL 
SENTENCES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any inquiry has yet been 
made into the case of Private Ryan, who 
is now undergoing a sentence of three 
years penal servitude in Stafford Gaol 
for sleeping on his post in South Africa, 





raised only two battalions and a part of 
a third battalion have been formed up to. 
the present time, and having regard to, 
the fact that the garrison battalions can 
only serve in non-tropical climates, 
whereas the disbanded battalions of the 
Liverpool Regiment had been the sub- 
jects of favourable reports, and were as. 
regulars liable to be ordered to stations 
without regard to the country or climate, 
whether he will undertake to reconsider 
the disbandment of these battalions. 


| 





| Mr. BRODRICK : If the hon. Member 


will kindly refer to my reply to a question 
put by my hon. friend the Member for 


and, as this boy was the support of a| the Devizes Division of Wiltshire on the 


widowed mother, will his release be now 
ordered. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The circumstances | 


of a soldier’s mother cannot justify his 


escaping the penalty of a serious military | 


crime, but his sentence of penal servitude 
was reduced after consideration by the 
Commander-in-Chiet. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To what extent 
was it reduced ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I would rather not 
state that. 


ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT— 
PROMOTIONS. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state why the promotions 


on Ist June last have not been gazetted. | 
Mr. BRODRICK: The various mea- 


sures for the reorganisation of the 
Department are not yet completed. 


Captain NORTON: And am I to} 
understand that that is the sole reason | 
why the promotions have been delayed ? 


[No answer was returned. | } 


8rnH KING’S LIVERPOOL REGIMENT. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 











} 


due in the Army Medical Department | 


on the late Director General’s retirement | 


| matter. 
| was unquestionably large, but it must be 


25th instant,t he will find the reasons 
stated. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered the 
latter part of my question 2 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have said that 


careful consideration will be given to all 
| these matters. 


HOUNSLOW BARRACKS DRAINAGE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War, in view of the fact that 
the original estimate for reconstructing 
the drainage of Hounslow Barracks was 
£6,500, and rose by successive stages to 
£11,092, will he state who is responsible 
for the original estimate, who was the 
contractor, and whether the work was 
carried out by contract and to specifica- 
tion. 


Lorp STANLEY: The attention of 
the Department has been drawn to this 
The excess on the _ estimate 


remembered that there are considerable 
difficulties in accurately estimating the 
cost of drainage work before operations 
are to some extent advanced, and espe- 
cially so in the case of old barrack build- 
ings, as in the present instance. Steps 
will be taken to avoid a similar occur- 
rence in future. 








+See page 54. 
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553 Questions. 
Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord give 


me the information asked for in the last 
part of my question ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I am not prepared 
to do that. 


Mr. WEIR: Then I will put another 


question down. 


NAVY—INTERCHANGEABLE STEERING 
GEAR. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 

shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 

Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 

steering gear of H.M.S. “ Cressy” and 

“ Aboukir ” is interchangeable. 





THe SECRETARY To tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArNoLp-Forster, Belfast, | 
W.): The steering gear of the “ Cressy ”’ | 
and “ Aboukir ” is not made interchange- | 
able in all its parts, although the general | 
design is the same. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is the ques- 
tion of interchangeability being con- | 
sidered, with reference to the ‘* Canopus ” | 
class, for instance ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir ; 
the delay in this case has arisen from the 
difficulty of placing another steering 


? | 


gear under the steel deck of the “ Cressy.” | 





*Mr. EUGENE WASON  (Clack- 
mannan and Kinross): Can the hon. | 
Gentleman say when the repairs to the | 
“Cressy ’’ will be completed ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 


answer that without notice. 


I cannot 


NAVAL MAN(EUVRES—ROMAN CATHO- 
LIC CHAPLAINS FOR THE FLEET. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, | 

Ossory): I beg to ask the Secretary to | 

the Admiralty whether he will inform | 

the House how many vessels of the Royal 

Navy it is proposed shall take part in the | 

forthcoming Autumn Manceuvres, and | 

the total number of Roman Catholic 
seamen thereon ; and whether, in view 
of the circumstances attending those 





| 


engagements, and the length of time the | 
Fleet will be at sea, the Admiralty will 
consider the advisability of giving effect 
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to the Minute of May, 1878, by the 
appointment of a Roman Catholic chap- 
lain to each squadron going on cruise. 


Questions. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Com- 
mander-in-Chief in the Mediterranean 
will be authorised to accommodate the 
Roman Catholic chaplain, now attached 
to the Mediterranean squadron, on 
board one of the ships on the occasion of 
the ensuing cruise of the combined 
squadrons in the Atlantic. 


GERMAN TARIFFS ON CANADIAN 
PRODUCTS. 

Mr. GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether negotiations are being 
carried on with Germany for the removal 
of the embargo placed on Canadian 
products by the German Government ; 
in view of recent agitation in Canada, and 
resolutions passed by the Montreal Corn 
Exchange and the Toronto Board of 
Trade urging retaliatory measures 
against Germany because of continued 
tariff discrimination, can the Govern- 
ment give any assurance that efforts will 
be made to secure for Canada the advan- 
tages of a most favoured nation clause 
in a commercial treaty. 
*Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): Negotiations 
are not at present being carried on with 


‘the German Government in regard to 


the treatment of Canadian products by 
that Government, but the important 
questions raised by the hon. Member are 
receiving the serious consideration of 
His Majesty’s Government. 


SOUDAN—EDUCATION OF NATIVES— 
GORDON COLLEGE. 

Mr. GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can state 
what steps have been taken to develop 
and extend technical education and the 
teaching of trades to native boys in the 
Soudan ; and whether it is intended to 
make technical education a considerable 
part of the instruction to be given at 
Gordon College. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: I have no 
information beyond what is contained in 


xX 
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Sir Reginald Wingate’s Report on the) duction of legislation for looking after 
Soudan, which will be found in the | the health of the people in this matter ? 
Parliamentary Paper, Egypt, No. 1) 
(1901). Under the heading of Educa-| Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The same 
tion, on pages 75 to 77, my hon. friend | authorities as are now responsible. 
will find some observations on the sub- | 
ject of the proposed establishment of an | LIVERPOOL REFORMATORY SHIP 
industrial school in Khartoum. “ CLARENCE.” 
*Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver. 
BEER BILL—PRECAUTIONS AGAINST | pool, Exchange): | beg to ask the Seere- 
ARSENICAL POISONING. itary of State for the Home Department 
Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, | whether he is aware that the institution 
Sudbury) : I beg to ask the President of |known as the Liverpool Reformatory 
the Local Government Board, now that | ship “Clarence” is to be broken up 
the Beer Bill has been withdrawn. what | and the inmates, who, since the destrue- 
measures the Government propose to ‘tion of that vessel, have been housed at 
adopt to prevent the introduction of | St. David's College, Mold, are to be 
deleterious or poisonous substances into | transferred from the charge of Com- 
beer, more particularly as the Royal | mander Yonge, R.N., to that of a foreign 
Commission on Arsenical Poisoning in | religious brotherhood for instruction in 
their Report just issued express opinions | agricultural work; can he state the 
conflicting with the Majority Report of | "easons for discontinuing an institution 
the Beer Materials Committee, and again | Which has supplied the mercantile marine 
emphasise the fact that neither the with some fifty trained British seamen 
Inland Revenue Department nor the| per annum ; and what provision is to be 
Public Health authorities appear to | made for the boys, over 100 in number, 
possess powers or machinery adequate | who are at present ready or nearly ready 
for the efficient protection of the public. | for sea, as well as for other boys from the 
;Same source who may in the future 
THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- | prefer to follow the sea as a calling. 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beaczu, | 
Bristol, W.): I cannot accept my hon. | *THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
friend’s premises. The Beer Bill pro-| THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
posed no machinery for preventing the | RitcuHig, Croydon): The reformatory 
introduction of deleterious or poisonous iship “ Clarence” was burnt some time 
substances into beer, and, as the presence | ago, and the boys have since then been 
of arsenic in beer was not suggested as a| housed at St. David's College, Mold. 
subject particularly deserving the con- | That building has, however, to be vacated 
sideration of the Beer Materials Com- | next month, and, pending the settlement 
mittee, the Report of the Royal Com- of future arrangements, the Roman 
mission, which was confined to that | Catholic Reformatory Association, who 
point, can hardly be said to conflict with |conduct the reformatory institution, 
the Report of the Committee. But I| have given notice of their intention to 
may say that, so far as the action of the|surrender the certificate which they 
Inland Revenue authorities is concerned, ; have hitherto held for it. This need 
I am disposed to adopt the recommenda-| not interfere with the boys who are 
tions of the Royal Commission, assuming | ready or nearly ready for sea, as they 
that measures can be devised for carrying | can be sent there in precisely the same 
them into effect. No time will be lost in| manner as before, and it will be open 
considering this, but it may possibly be|to the association to arrange in the 
found to require legislation. Any recom-| future that boys under their care shall, 
mendations as to the action of the Public | where desirable, be trained for the sea. 
Health authorities would rest with the|I think records show that they are fully 
Local Government Board. alive to the importance of doing so. 
It can be done whether the boys are 
Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: May I| housed ashore or afloat. As to thetuture, 
ask who will be responsible in the interval| I understand that Captain Yonge’s 
between now and the time of the intro-|employment will probably terminate, 
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but other arrangements are still un- 
certain. 
tinuing the work done by the ‘“ Clarence” 
is a financial one, and in order to do my 
part towards meeting this I have pre 
vailed on the Treasury to increase, for a 


time, the grant per head for the main- 


tenance of the boys on condition that the 
Liverpool Corporation increase their 
contribution from 2s. a week per head 
to 2s. 6d. The Corporation have not 
hitherto seen their way to agreeing to do 
this. I do not despair of some satisfac- 
tory settlement being arranged. 


asked 


was 


CHARLES M*ARTHUR 


hon. Gentleman if he 


*Mr. 
the right 


aware that when the Liverpool Corpora- | 


tion considered the application for an 
increased grant they were under 
impression that nautical instruction 
was to be discontinued in the school. 


*Mr. 
that. 
Corporation will communicate with me. 


RITCHIE: 


I am not aware of 


PLUMBISM IN THE: PRINTING 
TRADE. 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, seeing that the 
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One of the difficulties in con- | 


the | 


In that case perhaps the Liverpool | 


cases of plumbism in the printing trade | 


jor last year were one in every 
persons employed in type-setting, he will 
take any steps to exempt printers, book- 
binders, 
operations of the lead-poisoning clause 
in the Bill for amending and consolidating 
the Factory Acts. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Since this matter 
was under discussion by the Grand Com- 
mittee on the Factory Bill I have come 


3,000. 


and kindred trades from the | 


to the conclusion that some alteration | z 
_ment Board is he aware that the upper 


of the clause in question is necessary ; 
and I am now considering the precise 
words of the Amendment which I will | 
place on the Paper for the purpose. 


LONDON SANITATION—REMOVAL OF 
STABLE REFUSE. 


WYNDHAM MURRAY 
I beg to ask the President of the 


COLONEL 
(Bath) : 


Local Government Board whether he 
will consider the advisability of so amend- 
ing the Public Health (London) Act, 
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(1891, as to require the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils to undertake or con- 
tract for the removal of stable manure 
and refuse in the Metropolis, as this duty, 
| which is necessary in the interests of 
'public health, cannot be efficiently 
carried out by horse owners themselves. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Longa, Bristol, S.): I have noted this 
point for consideration, but I cannot 
promise to propose legislation on the 
| subject. 


BOVINE AND HUMAN TUBERCULOSIS 
—PROPOSED COMMISSION. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for the 
St. Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
‘ment Board whether he is aware of the 
‘resolution unanimously passed at the 
Tuberculosis Congress asking for the 
| appointment of a Royal Commission to 
inquire into and report upon the com- 
municability of bovine tuberculosis to 
the human species, and whether the 
Government will consider the advisa- 
bility of appointing such a Commission, 
and include in it practical men acquainted 
with the meat and milk trade, together 
with agriculturists and scientists. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
of the resolution passed at the congress 
as to an inquiry on this subject. The 
matter is receiving the attention of the 
Government, but they have not at pre- 
sent arrived at a decision with regard to it. 


THAMES UPPER REACHES. 
Mr. GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 


ask the President of the Local Govern- 


reaches of the Thames are foul and un- 
healthy owing to surreptitious output 
and disregard of regulations, and that 


riverside people and watermen are pro- 


| 


testing against present conditions, and 


| whether the Local Government Board 


will make due inquiry and take action to 
abate the nuisance and enforce the 
regulations. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have not 
received complaints of the kind referred 


X 2 
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to, but I will communicate with the 


Questions. 


Conservators of the River Thameson | 


the subject. 


AVOCH (ROSS-SHIRE) CHANNEL 
LIGHTING. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- | 


dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
Northern Lighthouse Commissioners will 
arrange in the Estimates for next year to 
provide funds for the placing of lights on 
the five buoys which indicate the channel 
off Avoch, Ross-shire. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BALrovr, Leeds, 
Central): I am informed by the Com- 
missioners of Northern Lighthouses that 
the question of lighting the buoys in 
Avoch Channel will be carefully con- 
sidered by them when the Estimates for 
next year are being framed. 


NORTHERN LIGHTHOUSE’ BOARD. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, in view of 
the fact that the Lord Advocate and 
Solicitor General for Scotland are mem- 
bers of the Northern Lighthouse Board, 
will he say on how many occasions these 
gentlemen have respectively attended 
meetings of the board each year during 
the last five vears. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in- 
formed that neither the Lord Advocate 
nor the Solicitor General for Scot!and 
are in the habit of attending the meetings 
of the board. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon.Gentle- 
man arrange to fill their places ,with 
members who will attend ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


NORTH SEA FISHERIES RESEARCHES. 


Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) : I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether, in 
view of the interest of Great Britain in 
the North Sea, and of the fact that each 
of the minor Powers of Europe interested 
in fisheries have announced their inten- 
tion of commissioning one ship for 
scientific research next spring, the British 
Government will send at least two new 
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|respect from other countries. 
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| vessels for that purpose, it being admitted 
that the ‘‘ Garland ”’ is not seaworthy. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: This 
| natter is engaging the attention of the 
|Government, but I am not in a _ position 
to make any definite statement at 
present. 


NEW GERMAN TARIFF. 

Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will take 
immediate steps to disseminate informa- 
tion respecting the new German tariff 
proposals which are causing so much 
uneasiness amongst traders interested 
in our exports to that country. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Transla- 
tions of the principal sections of the pro- 
posed German tariff will be published in 
the weekly Board of Trade Journal. 
Those relating to cotton and woollen 
yarns and manufactures will appear in 
this week’s issue, published on Thursday. 
A meeting of the Advisory Committee 
on Commercial Intelligence, to which the 
hon. Member belongs, has been 
summoned to consider the matter, and a 
comparative statement of the existing 
and proposed duties chiefly affecting 
British traders is being prepared by the 
Board of Trade for the information of 
this Committee and for presentation to 
Parliament. 


also 


CANADA AND CATTLE DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether, now that  pleuro- 
pneumonia has been found not to exist 
in Canada, there is any reason for main- 


taining the law excluding Canadian 


cattle ; and, if so, can he state what the 
reason is. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton) : The hon. Member seems to suppose 
that Canada is treated differently in this 
The law 
provides that where there is any risk of 
importing foot-and-mouth disease from 
any country no cattle from that country 
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ean be allowed to land here even for 
immediate slaughter at the port of land- 
ing. Where there is no such apparent 


risk cattle are allowed to land for the, 


purpose of immediate slaughter only, and 
Canada and the United States are practi- 
cally the only countries satisfying this 
condition. From no country are thev 
allowed to land for any other purpose. 


NIGHT SCHOOL GRANTS—MINUTE OF 
3rp JULY. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he will state under what Vote 
the grants are to be asked for in the case 
of the night schools which are in the 
future to be organised as not coming 
under the Elementary Education Acts : 
and if under the Education Vote it will 
be competent for the Board of Education 
to administer those grants wherever 
offered in respect of elementary subjects 
except under the conditions as to the 
observance of the Conscience Clause and 
of the 17s 6d. limit as laid down in the 
Education Acts of 1870 and 1876. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): Grants will be 
asked for under the Vote for the Board of 
Education. The answer to the second 
part of the question is yes, unless the 
school is conducted as a public elementary 
school under Clause 21 of the Minute. 


PUBLIC ELEMENTARY NIGHT SCHOOLS. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether he will 
state why it has been decided by his 
Department that a public elementary 
night school cannot be held in the same 
building as an evening school not so 
organised without the express sanction 
of the Board of Education. 


Sir J. GORST : Because the Board of 
Education would require to be assured 
that the expenditure on the two schools 
was kept entirely distinct. 


MUSSELBURGH INFECTIOUS DISEASES 
HOSPITAL. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON 
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_alterations would make it so. 
(Leith | 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the Lord Advocate | 
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whether he is aware that the burgh of 
Musselburgh has been in correspondence 


| with the Local Government Board with 


respect to the Board’s refusal to allow the 
burgh to make certain alterations in the 
Musselburgh Infectious Diseases Hospital, 
which the burgh represent was in 1887 
approved by the Board of Supervision 


|after inquiry by the Board’s adviser, 


who reported favourably on the site, plans 
being thereupon approved by the Board, 
and a loan granted for twenty-five years ; 
whether he is aware that, when in 1889 
refusing permission for the alterations, 
the Board condemned both the site and 
buildings of the hospital, and that the 
Board’s same adviser, who reported 
favourably on the same site in 1887, 
condemned site and buildings in 1900; 
can he explain these alternate reports by 
the same official ; and, should the action 
of the Local Government Board be found 
to be in order, whether steps will be taken 
to give compensation to the burgh of 
Musselburgh. 


*TueE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I learn 
from the Local Government Board for 
Scotland that there has been a corre- 
spondence with the local authority of the 
burgh of Musselburgh regarding the 
proposed alterations in the Musselburgh 
Infectious Diseases Hospital. The site 
and plans were approved by the Board 
of Supervision in 1887, at a time when 
the Board had no powers to insist on the 
erection of a proper hospital, and when, 
also, sanitation was much less advanced 
than it now is as regards isolation of 
infectious diseases. The building then 
approved was probably the best that 
could be made out of premises not erected 
for hospital purposes; it was better than 
no hospital at all, and, indeed, greatly 
superior to the old cholera hospital. The 
date referred to—namely, 1889—is erro- 
neous. The Board had no correspon- 
dence with the local authority in 1889 
regarding the matter. It was not until 
April, 1899, that, in view of certain pro- 
posed alterations in the existing buildings, 
the Board intimated that they had come 


/to the conclusion that the hospital was 


not proper and adequate, and that no 
It fails in 


every necessary of a modern hospital for 
the treatment of infectious disease, is 
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entirely unworthy of a burgh of the im- 
portance of Musselburgh, and, in view of 
the proposal for alterations, the Board’s 
desire in raising the whole question at 
present is to save the local authority 
expenditure which would be thrown 
away. 
have no information regarding the loan 
referred to. 


INLAND REVENUE—PROMOTIONS IN 
THE CLERICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he will 
state the number of clerks in the Depart- 
ment of Inland Revenue who qualified 
for promotion at the examination held 
in August, 1900, and who have not yet 
received promotion, when they are 
likely to receive promotion; whether 
his attention has been called to the 
statement of grievances submitted on 
behalf of the clerks to the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue in December, 1900 ; 
and whether he will make a personal 
inquiry into the grievances alleged in 
that statement. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : 
seven clerks to collectors of Inland 
Revenue qualified, of whom twenty-one 
have not yet been promoted. The date of 


promotion necessarily depends upon 
vacancies in the higher classes. I have 


carefully examined the statement of 
grievances referred to and have also 
seen the reply made by the Board of 
Inland Revenue to the memorialists. 
In this reply the Board stated that 
they were unable to recommend to the 
Treasury any of the measures proposed 
by the memorialists, and they gave their 
reasons for this refusal. With those 
reasons I concur. 


REGISTERED LETTER DUTIES IN THE 
POST OFFICE. 

Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will state what method or rule is 
adopted in selecting sorters for the per- 
formance of registered letter duties ; 
and, having regard to the value of the 
correspondence that passes through these 
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|officer’s hands, whether consideration 


I am informed that the Board | 


Twenty- | 





will be given for an allowance for this 
particular work, to ensure the better 


safeguarding of the bankers’, jewellers’, 


and stockbrokers’ property in course of 
transit by registered post ; and, will he 
state whether officers in receipt of £58 
per annum are employed on these re- 
sponsible duties. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 
vacancies occur on the list of men em- 
ployed in sorting registered letters they 
are filled by others who have been trained 
in the duties as substitutes ior those of 
the regular force during the period of 
annual leave. No man with a salary 
of less than £64 a year or of less than 
two years service is placed permanently 
on registered letter sorting ; but it some- 
times happens that a man with £58 a 
year may as a substitute have to perform 
elementary duties of this class. It is not 
proposed to grant any special allowance 
to men employed on these duties. 


E.C. POSTMEN’S GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. HAY : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can 
explain why a memorial addressed to 
the Postmaster General on 27th Sep- 
tember, 1900, from a_ representative 
meeting of E.C. postmen, in which the 
memorialists drew attention to various 
matters affecting them, which they had 
laid before the Department in successive 
papers dating as far back as January, 
1898, has not, after ten months, been 
even acknowledged ; and, whether the 
interview on these matters, which the 
memorialists have often pressed for, 
and which has several times been deferred 
by the Postmaster General, may now 
be granted. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
One memorial dated the 25th September, 
1900, from the postmen in the Eastern 
Central District was received and an- 
swered in due course by the Postmaster 
General ; but it now appears that another 
memorial of the same date and from 
the same body has, through inadvertence, 
not been acknowledged by the Post- 
master General. Nevertheless, the repre- 
sentations contained in it have been 
fully inquired into, in connection with 
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proposals for a revision of the staff of | 
City postmen, which are about to be) 


submitted to the Postmaster General. 
They involve many matters of minute 
detail more or less affecting the postmen’s 
duties, and these will of course be exam- 
ined; and if the Postmaster General 
should find it desirable to confer with 
the men upon them he will not hesitate 
to afford them an interview. 


DELAY IN PAYMENT OF POSTMEN’S 
INCREMENTS. 

‘Mr. HAY: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can 
state why the annual increments to the 
postmen at the Eastern Central District 
Office on 1st April were on this year not 
paid until in some cases three weeks 
later; and whether, having regard to 
the fact that in previous years these 
increments have been paid promptly 
when due, and in view of the inconve- 
nience caused to the men, he will take 
the measures necessary to prevent any 
delay in the future. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
was not found practicable to have all the 
men’s records examined in time to admit 
of the increments in every case being 
paid on the Saturday following the 
Ist of April. Arrangements have been 


made which the Postmaster General 
hopes will prevent similar delay in 
future. 


GLYNDWYFRDWY POSTAL ARRANGE- 


MENTS. 

Mr. OSMOND- WILLIAMS (Merion- 
ethshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether, as the village 
of Carrog is within a few miles of Glynd- 
wyfrdwy, on the same line of railway, 
and under the same head district office, 
it is possible to give Glyndwyfrdwy the 
same postal facilities as enjoyed by 
Carrog. 


Mr. AUSTEN-CHAMBERLAIN : In 


framing the answer to the hon. Mem- 


ber’s question yesterday, the Postmaster | 


General did not lose sight of the fact 


that the village of Carrog has a despatch | 
through | 


by the train which passes 
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the reasons already stated he regrets 
that it is not practicable to afford similar 
facilities at Glyndwyirdwy. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AT 
VALENTIA, CO. KERRY. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


‘aware that an application has been 


received by the Congested Districts Board 
for a grant towards the erection of a hall 
in Valentia, county Kerry, in which in- 
struction can be given in domestic 
economy, in net mending, and other 
purposes, which come under the cogni- 
sance of the Board, and whether such 
application will be favourably considered. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAm, Dover): An 
application of this nature has been re- 
ceived by the Board. It could not enter- 
tain the proposal unless a scheme of 
technical instruction be agreed upon 
between the County Council, the Board, 
and the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction. If such a scheme 
be submitted by the County Council the 
matter will be further considered. 


JUDICIAL RENTS IN CO. KERRY— 
MARY SPILLANE’S CASE. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of Mary Spillane, Castlegregory, 
county Kerry, whose judicial rent was 
raised, on appeal by the landlord, from 
£7 14s. to £11 5s. in one holding, and 
from £5 5s. to £6 2s. in a second holding ; 
and, seeing that in the first case the 
houses, which constitute three-fourths of 
the value of the holding, were built by the 
occupying tenant without any help from 
the landlord, and that both those deci- 
sions of the Chief Land Commission are 
in excess of the valuation arrived at by 


‘the court valuer, whether he will take 
steps to have this matter reconsidered 


by the Commissioners. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no cogni- 
sance of the matters referred to in the 
second paragraph, and no control over 
the Land Commissioners in the exercise 


Glyndwyirdwy at 9.7 p.m., but for | of their judicial functions. The reply 
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to the concluding inquiry is, therefore, 
in the negative. 


Questions. 


RAE ESTATE, CO. KERRY. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state when the Rae Estate, Keel, county 
Kerry, was put into court, when it was 
taken out, what steps were taken while 
this estate was in court to effect a sale, 
what was the cause of taking the estate 
out of court without effecting a sale, 
what is the valuation of this estate, and 
what is the rental at present paid for it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The petition tor 
the sale of this estate was presented in 
April, 1882, and dismissed, by consent, 
in May, 1900. No effective steps had 
been taken to bring the estate to a sale. 
The Land Judge has no information as 
to the reasons which induced the parties 
interested to apply for the dismissal of the 
petition. They were all agreed in this 
course, and the law entitled them to 
obtain the order. I have no information 
on the last two queries. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): What was 


the opinion of Judge Ross on this case ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


IRISH VALUATION APPEALS. 


Mr. MOONEY: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
how many appeals against the decisions 
of the Commissioner of Valuations have 
been brought before the county and 
superior courts within the past twelve 
months ; whether he can state in how 
many of these cases have his valuations 
been{upheld, and in how many they have 
been quashed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Out of 26,000 cases 
dealt with by the Commissioner of Valua- 
tions during the past year appeals were 
lodged to quarter sessions in twelve cases 
only. In one of these cases his decision 
was varied, and in another case which 
was taken to the Superior Court his ruling 
was reversed. 
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BELFAST VALUATION APPEALS. 


Mr. MOONEY : On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the St. Patrick Division of 
Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state the number of 
appeals lodged against the new valua- 
tions made in Belfast; whether any 
such number of appeals have been made 
in England where the local authorities 
are the rating authorities ; and whether 
the Government will consider the advis- 
ability of extending the English system to 
Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM:*The number of 
appeals in respect of the revaluation of 
Belfast is 7,023, representing about 14 
per cent. of the entire valuations made. 
All these appeals are to the Commissioner 
of Valuation, and it is not anticipated 
that one-tenth of them will be taken to 
quarter sessions. I may observe that 
in a very large number of cases the in- 
crease in valuation is under 10 per cent., 
in hundreds there is no increase at all, 
and in some a reduction. I have no in- 
formation as to the second question, and 
in reply to the third inquiry | have 
nothing to add to my answer to the hon. 
Member’s previous questions on the same 
subject.t 


BELFAST LOUGH MUSSEL FISHING 
TRADE. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the bye-law passed by the 
Inspectors of Irish Fisheries, prohibiting 
the taking of mussels from Belfast 
Lough between 15th May and 30th 
September, is having the effect of de- 
stroying the mussel fishing trade in Bel- 
fast Lough, as the mussels are supplied 
to fishermen in the north and north-east 
of Scotland as bait for haddock and other 
white fishing which commences on the 
1st day of September in each year ; and 
whether, seeing that no such restriction 
applies to fishermen in Scotland, Holland, 
and Canada, he will consider whether 
the close season in Belfast Lough can be 
restricted to the period between 15th 
May and the end of August. 





+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xciii., 
page 271. 
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569 Questions. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Representations 


have been made to the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
in favour of an alteration of the close 
season, and an inquiry will be held in 
the matter. 





SMALL HOUSES ACQUISITION ACT IN 
DUBLIN. 

Mr. MOONEY : On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the St. Patrick Division of 
Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that a number of 
applications made in Dublin to obtain 
grants for the purchase of houses under 
the Small Houses Acquisition Act of 
1899 have not been granted ; whether 
he can ascertain the cause of such delay 
in advancing the money ; and whether | 
he can take steps for the quicker ad- | 
vances in Ireland of moneys under the 


Act. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
making advances to applicants who desire | 
to take advantage of this Act is one for | 
the consideration of the local authority. 
The Local Government Board has sanc- 
tioned one loan amounting to £1,460 | 
jor the purchase of five dwellings in | 
Dublin. There has been no delay in 
advancing this loan. Any representa- | 
tions that may be made in favour of an | 
Amendment of the provisions of the Act | 
will, as I have already stated, be con- | 


sidered. 


BROSNA-FIRBANE DRAINAGE BOARD, 


Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Irish | 
Board of Works has communicated 
with the Brosna-Firbane Drainage Board 
relative to the condition of the works 3 in | 
charge of the latter body, and whether 
the Board of Works will consider the 
advisability of sending down an engineer 
to inspect and report upon progress of | 
the maintenance works in charge of this | 
drainage board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
Works will communicate with the local | 
drainage board, and, if the necessity | 
should be found to exist, will order an | 
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APJOHN’S ESTATE, CO. LIMERICK. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secreatry to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what progress has been made since 
Ist January last to bring to a sale under 
the fortieth section of the Act of 1896 
the property of the late Michael Marshall 
Lloyd Apjohn, on the townlands of 
Garrison, Nicker, Drominbuoy, Bally- 
voneen, and Garrane, all in the parish of 
county Limerick; and is he 


Questions. 


eviction has taken place whilst the 
tenants are in negotiation or at least 
preparing for a purchase of their hold- 
ings ; and is he prepared to expedite the 
purchase proceedings so as to prevent 
further evictions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The land judge 


‘has not yet issued a request for an in- 


spection of these lands under the fortieth 
section of the Act of 1896. The pro- 
ceedings were not sufficiently advanced 


to enable him to come to a decision 
when the case was recently before him, 
and the 
matter has been adjourned till the next 


further consideration of the 


sitting. I cannot take any action such 
as suggested at the conclusion of the 
question. 


BALLYSHANNON CONSTABULARY. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the small number of Roman Catholic 
men as compared with Protestants at 
‘the station of the Royal Irish Consta- 
bulary in Ballyshannon, county Donegal, 
his 
transfer of District Inspector Milling 
from Ballyshannon ; 
will consider the propriety of having 
Mr. Milling replaced by a Roman Catholic 
district 

bringing 
between the different religions. 


attention has been called to the 


and whether he 


inspector with the object to 
about a greater equalify 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Milling has 


not been transferred from Ballyshannon, 
but should he be transferred the sugges- 
The Board of | tion in the question will be considered. 


IRISH SANITARY AREAS. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Local 


Questions. 


Government Board intend sending a | 


copy of their recent circular to the rural 
district councils to ascertain their views 
as to the proposed change in areas of 
charges for sanitary works in small 
towns and market places. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This has already 


been done. 


DISTURBANCES AMONG BELFAST 
SHIPYARD WORKERS. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
aware that 600 shipyard workers of 
Belfast made a sudden descent on a 
small body of Roman Catholic workmen 
on Friday last, attacking them with 
bolts and nuts; that these men only 
saved themselves by taking to the Com- 
missioners’ boats and retreating down 
the Lough; and that an English com- 
mercial traveller, being mistaken for a 
Roman Catholic reporter, was assaulted 
the same night ; and, as the police seem 
to be powerless, will he say what further 
steps he proposes to take for the pro- 
tection of life and property in Belfast. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 
stated with substantial accuracy, 
although the numbers are exaggerated. 
The disorderly mob consisted of some 
300 young men and boys. Perhaps 
the hon. Member will allow me to reply 
to the second part of his question when 
I reach that of the hon. Member for 
Waterford. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is awarethat on the 26th instant an 
English commercial traveller, on visiting 
the shipbuilding vards of Messrs. Harland 
and Wolff on Queen's Island. Belfast, 
who was mistaken for a Nationalist 
journalist, was attacked and assaulted 
with stones by a crowd of workmen em- 
ployed in the yard, and seriously injured ; 
and, seeing that this incident occurred 
at mid-day, and in the absence of the 
police, whether steps will he taken to 
have this yard patrolled by the police. 


is 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; this 


commercial traveller was mobbed by a | 
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|crowd of boys and struck by a piece of 
wood. His injuries, I am glad to say, 
were not serious. There have been 
several outbreaks of disorder and violence 
during the last few days, in conse- 
quence of which three men, in addition 
'to this commercial traveller, have been 
|injured and a number of workmen have 
‘been deterred from continuing their 
labours. I have hopes of identifying 
some of these roughs and bringing them 
to justice. Upon the steps taken for 
detecting the culprits it would be in- 
expedient to say more. In respect of 
steps for suppressing violence | have to 
say this—the engineer of the harbour 
board, the commissioner of police, and 
the general in command of the troops 
are co-operating energetically with the 
lord mayor. The Musgrave works 
were closed at 5.40 yesterday, but the 
Government cannot suffer this enforced 
cessation of labour on the part of certain 
sections of the community in conse- 
quence of the violence and dastardly 
conduct of men and boys employed else- 
where. I am informed this afternoon 
‘that it has been decided to reopen the 
Musgrave works to-morrow, under the 
protection of the police and the military. 
The lord mayor conferred this morning 
with the managers of the shipyards and 
harbour board to consider suggestions 
made by the Government. I trust that 
these suggestions will be acted on, and 
prove adequate to the end in view. 
Should that expectation not be fulfilled, 
the Government will forthwith assert 
the supremacy of the law. 


R.I.C. RECRUITS —ROMAN CATHOLIC 
AND PROTESTANT CANDIDATES. 
Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): [ 

beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 

can state how long the present com- 

mandant of the Royal Irish Constabulary 

Depot has been in charge of the recruiting 

for the Roval Irish Constabulary ; has 

he changed the system that was in prac- 
tice previous to his appointment by 

‘issuing an order or regulation giving a 

preference to Protestant recruits over 

| Roman Catholies, and will the Inspector 

General of the Royal Irish Constabulary 

‘be directed to have the present system 

of recruiting changed to that laid down 

{ 
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573 Questions. 


by the Constabulary Code and the Act 
of Parliament. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The present com- 





# mandant was appointed in June, 1896. 
q The reply to the second inquiry is in the 


7 negative. 





The system of recruiting has 
not been changed. The arrangement 
under which a certain proportion of 
recruits of each denomination is calle 


up from time to time has already been | 
explained to the hon. Member.t There is | 
nothing in this arrangement inconsis- | 


tent with the Constabulary Code or the 
Act of Parliament. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
GRANARD UNION. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 


tenant of Ireland can he state when the 
Provisional Order for the erection of 


additional cottages under the Labourers’ | 


Acts for the Granard Union will be 
issued in the case of unopposed applica- 
tions; will this Order be confirmed 
during the present session, and how soon 
will it be possible to take tenders to erect 
these houses. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is expected 
that the Provisional Order in this case 


will be issued within a week from this | 
of | 


date. Contracts for the erection 
cottages cannot, however, be entered 
into until the Order becomes absolute, 
which will not be sooner than a month 
alter the publication thereof. 


VALUATION OF IRISH PUBLIC-HOUSES. 

Mr. MOONEY: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for the St. Patrick Division 
of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 


tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland | 


whether he can state upon what autho- 
nity and at whose direction the Com- 


missioner of Valuation valued publicans’ | 


licences in Belfast, and whether the 
fiovernment intend having two separate 


methods of valuing public-houses in 
Dublin. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioner | 
of Valuation, acting upon the advice of | 
counsel, decided that public-house | 


licences were liable to be .rated as in | 
Pe cart | 
t See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xevi., | 
page 604, | 
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| England, and he consequently valued 
‘them. This decision is subject to appeal 
|to the higher courts. In the last valua- 
tion of Ireland, made over forty years 
ago, and since then only partially re- 
vised, these licences were not valued for 
rating, but, doubtless, when the re- 
{valuation of the rest of the country is 
|made they will be treated in the same 
| manner as in Belfast. 





AUGHNACLIFFE POSTAL ARRANGE- 


MENTS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary to the Treasury whether he is 
| yet able to state if it is proposed to extend 
|the mid-day delivery of letters from 
| Ballinalee to Aughnacliffe, and to arrange 
for the putting up of a number of addi- 
tional pillar-boxes in the latter place. 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 
the hon. Member was informed on the 
13th May last, instructions have been 
given for the erection of a letter-box at 
Smear, but the provision of letter-boxes 
at the other places mentioned is not 
_warranted, and the Postmaster General 
regrets that the circumstances would not 
| justify the cost of extending the midday 
delivery of letters to Aughnacliffe. 


IRISH FACTORY INSPECTORS. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether it is proposed to increase 
the number of factory inspectors and 
lady inspectors in Ireland in consequence 
of the increased duties proposed to be 
thrown upon the Department under the 
Bill now passing through the House, and, 
if so, can he say what will be the qualifi- 
cation test applied and by whom. 


Mr. RITCHIE: If the Bill referred to 
becomes law, I shall be prepared to con- 
_ sider whether any addition to the factory 
staff will be necessary in Ireland or else- 
where. The qualifications for the post 
_ of factory inspector are determined by the 
Civil Service Commissioners in consulta- 


| tion with the Home Office, and candidates 
_are tested by the Commissioners. 


CORK ASSIZES—TRIAL OF MR. WALSH? 
J.P.—CONDUCT OF THE IRISH LORD 
CHIEF JUSTICE. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
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his attention has been called to a notice 
of motion standing on the Paper im- 
pugning the conduct of the Lord Chief 
Justice of Ireland in the trial of the recent 
conspiracy case at the Cork Assizes, and 
whether he can afford facilities for its 
discussion. 


Questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I do 
not think it would be proper to give the 
facilities asked for. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May T ask | 
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| would not be well advised if, whenever an 

hon. Gentleman thinks fit to put down a 

| motion impugning the conduct of a judge, 
the time of the House of Commons should 
be taken up in discussing the judicial 

| bench. 

| 

| Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 

‘the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the conspiracy to secure a conviction 
in this case ignominiously failed ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


whether it is not a fact that in every | 


instance since the Act of Union, not to | 


go further back, in which a motion 
impugning the conduct of a judge has 
been put on the Paper, early facilities were 
afforded by the Government of the day 
for a discussion of the motion ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not aware 
whether that is so or not; I have not 
looked into the matter. But, in addition 


to any other reason for objecting to the | 


course suggested by the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, | must remind him that some 
of the questions which must be discussed 
are still sub judice, and that fact should 
make it most inadvisable to have the 
matter discussed in this House. But 
there are graver general reasons, apart 
from that, why 1 should hesitate to 
comply with the request. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I think in | 
this case I may fairly ask what those 


graver reasons are. The mode of im- 


pugning the action of a judge is well | 


recognised by this House, and in every 
instance in the past century facilities 
were given for the discussion of a similar 


motion. Surely the graver reason is 
not that the right hon. Gentleman 


desires to prevent the discussion by a 
responsible Member of a motion of this 
kind impugning the conduct of a judge ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must look | 


into the precedents before I can give an 
opinion. But I confess my first impres- 


sion on listening to the question of the | 


hon. Gentleman is to say that this House 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): As 
/one who was present at the trial of the 
case, may I ask how long this judicial 
blackguardism is to go on ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is language which, as the hon. Member 
is well aware, cannot be tolerated in 
this House. 


Mr. FLAVIN: It is not half strong 
enough. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. 
Member to withdraw the expression. 
Does the hon. Member decline to with- 
draw? He has used an expression about 
a learned judge of a kind which the 
House has always condemned, and I[ 
must ask the hon. Member to with- 
draw it. 


Mr. O’SHEE: I decline to withdraw. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Then ! name you, Mr. 
O’Shee, for disregarding the authority 
of the Chair. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I move, Sir, 
that Mr. O’Shee be suspended from the 
service of the House. 


Question put, ‘That Mr. O’Shee be 
suspended from the service of the House." 


—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 258 ; Noes, 
50. (Division List No. 373.) 


AYES. 
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Johnston, \V illiam (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


| Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’e 


| Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lancs., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese,SirJosephF( Accrington | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Col.CharlesW(Evesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,,Col.J.(Antrim, E. | 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
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Morzis,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Questions. 


| Newnes, Sir George 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer,SirCharlesM(Durham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 


Partington, Oswald 


' Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, HerbertP. (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rea, Russell 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rollitt, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneau 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel,Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, RtHnCol. Edw. J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,Capt. J ohn(Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, H.C.(Northmb. Tyn’sde 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest. J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.(Nr’thnts 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tagegart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Welby,Lt-Cl. A.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Questions. 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth | 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Abrabam, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell, J. (Armagh, 8.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutiy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


| Mooney, John J. 


Hardie,J Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. | 

Member to withdraw from the House. 
Mr. O’SHEE: Certainly, Sir; but I 

wish to say I feel that 1 was justified in 


the remarks I made. 


The hon. Member then withdrew. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): Shall I be 
in order, Sir, in moving that the Mem- 
bers who voted against the suspension 
of the hon. Member, and thereby approved 
his action, should themselves be sus- 


pended 4 


{No answer was returned. | 


ROYAL MESSAGES TO THE IRISH 
1782-1800. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
Return containing the | 
various Addresses and Messages delivered 


PARLIAMENT, 


the House a 





{COMMONS} 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R. 


Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath | 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


NOES. 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Govern, E. 

M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | 
O’Brien, K. Wp « aeaned be Mid.) | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


N.): I beg to 


stands in the 
/ ornaments, an 


Mr. A. J. 
treasure 
Crown. 
furnished to 
| British Museu 


/ments in quest 


are to be sent 
| specimens are t 


have notice of t 


and sent to the Irish Parliament by His 


late Majesty King George LI. and his 
Ireland between 


various Viceroys in 


collection of th 


1782 and 1800, both years inclusive. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 


objection in the abstract to these docu- | 


ments being made public, but I should | of the opinions of the law officers ? 


not feel disposed to grant the Return | 
unless the hon. Member could show that | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 


it was of some public interest. 





Lorp 
Chorley) : Has i 
hon. Members 


| 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


BALCARRES 


think there would be any objection to 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick( Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


IRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 


ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury if he will state how the case 


matter of the Irish gold 
d what steps the Govern- 


'ment propose to take in the matter. 


BALFOUR: The 


law 


officers have advised that the right to 
trove 
A copy of this opinion will be 


still remains to the 


the authorities of the 
m, and a request made 


|that they should surrender the orna- 


ion. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Am 


I to understand that all these ornaments 


to Dublin, and that no 
o be left in London ? 


I should like to 
hat. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Is there not a large 


ese already in Dublin ? 


(Lancashire, 
t yet been settled whether 
can have the substance 
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giving the general tenour and purport of | week, and I greatly doubt whether 


the opinions of the law officers. I will| the matter can come before the House 
consult them on the subject. in the course of next week. 


LorpD BALCARRES: May we have | 
the whole of their opinions, and not a 
selection from them ? 


PEERS’ PRIVILEGES. 


Sirk WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) : I beg to ask the First Lord 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are °f the Treasury if the Government would 
ascertain, through its representatives in 
the other House, whether any importance 
is there attached to the privilege of peers 
and the statutory right of peeresses in 
respect of trial for treason or felony, 
with a view to legislation which would 
make the procedure in such cases uniform 

HOME OFFICE VOTE. for peers and commoners. 
#Q 'E ‘ yh. - make 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask ve A J. BREPOUR: 1 havens 


the First Lord of the Treasury if he can ; ag : 
now fix a day for the discussion of the special means of informing myself as to 


precedents hedging round the disclosure 
of the law officers’ opinions which I think 
it would be dangerous to break. I must 
make inquiries before giving a definite 
answer. 


Tins Cilice Vaks. the opinion taken in another place with 
regard to the privileges of peers, but I 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ihadintended ¢Xttemely doubt that, in the absence 


to put it down as the first Order next of some conclusive proof that a change 
Monday, but I understand that the late W@S_ necessary, the House of Lords 
Home Secretary cannot be in his place proce welcome any change in a long- 
on that day, so I am considering whether established procedure. 

any change can be made. ae, 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) 
PROPOSED WIDENING OF PICCADILLY. BILL. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): I> Reported from the Standing Committee 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury on Law, etc., with Amendments. 
whether, before any of the trees in the ‘ 
Green Park are cut down by the county a Pg bs the Table, and to be 
council, the House of Commons will be | Pte. [No. 294.] 


given an opportunity of discussing the) Minutes of Proceedings to be printed 
proposed widening of Piccadilly. [No. 294.] 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to be) _ Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
able to take Votes in Class 1 on Friday Committee), to be taken into considera- 
or Monday, but the particular point | tion upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
referred to by the hon. Member is hardly | [Bill 278. ] 
one which will take much time for dis- | 
cussion. I believe that the scheme! pprv7,.EGE—MR. SECRETARY BROD- 
has been generally approved by all the) RICK AND THE DAILY MAIL NEWS. 
authorities concerned. PAPER. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS the Secretary of State for War what 
CONSOLIDATION BILL. _action, if any, he proposes to take with 

| reference to an article in this day’s Daily 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, | ’ nm 
Sian): 1 Wig to make tho Flew Leos] Mail, entitled ““A Challenge to Mr. 
of the Treasury when the Report stage | 
of the Factory and Workshop Acts | 
Consolidation Bill will be taken. 





| Brodrick,” in which the Tight hon. 
Gentleman is accused of making in his 
| speeches in this House, as a member of 
‘this House, untruthful suggestions—— 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It certainly) *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


cannot be in the course of the present | cannot take an opportunity at question 
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time to read offensive newspaper observa- 
tions about another Member. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I am not 
doing that. I am asking a question. 
This is a matter of privilege. 


{COMMONS} 
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up to the Table the newspaper which 
contains the matter in question, and 
that the passages on which he relies 
should be marked by him and read at 
the Table. Then the hon. Gentleman 
will be in order in making his motion. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. 
Member to formulate his question and 
to bring it up to the Table in the ordinary 


way. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No, 

with great respect—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I have ruled that it 

is not in order for the hon. Member to 





The paper was handed in by Mr. 
Swirt MacNEILL, and the passages com- 
plained of were read, as follows— 


“ A Challenge to Mr. Brodrick. 


“Mr. Brodrick, urged on by the ‘ peace at any 
price’ party within the Cabinet (the party who 
are fitting out the preposterous Committee of 
Dames to inquire into the state of the Boer 
women and children in South Africa, while 
neglecting altogether the English women and 
children in that distressful land), deliberately 
hushed up the story of the hideous murders of 
the British wounded after the battle of Vlak- 
— lest the publication might irritate the 


Sir, 





* + * 


proceed in the way he suggests. 

ruling you make, not only because of | 
account of yourself. My statement is| We do not desire to harp continually on 
| correspondent, but we do most strongly object 

as a Member of Parliament. | 
is an untruthful one, and it is remarkable that 
ber in it. I have a precise parallel and | after we had pointed out continually that the 
occurred—— | reason the Government is perpetually endea- 
|fontein episode that Mr. Brodrick made any 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will you “The Daily Mail will have no hesitation in 
| proceeding against Mr. Brodrick for libel if he 
hon. Gentleman what course he intends | paper has stolen official documents, and its 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I defer, of | 
course, Sir, with great respect to any | 
your position in the House, but on * * * * je 
that this article has imputed falsehood to | Lord Stanley’s indiscretion in threatening our 
» right hon. Gentleman in his capacity | : 
the righ x I fad I ? - | to Mr. Brodrick’s baseless and mean retort that 
I the night | this journalisin the habit of offering pecuniary 
hon. Gentleman does not act, I shall bring | temptations to War Office clerks for the pur- 
the article before you and the House as | pose of obtaining early news. The suggestion 
ach of privilege, and as affecting the | ? 
a breach ‘ | ig 1 " Z Fy the | it should only have been made after our ex- 
honour of the House and of every Mem-| posure of the Vlakfontein suppressions, and 
precedent on all fours in a case that | war in South Africa is in a worse position than 
| the public is allowed to know, and that for this 
i i “ : il vouring to patch up a hasty peace. It was not 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The question which | until his irritation consequent upon the Vlak- 
the hon. Member is proposing to put is | om e : iT 
ut of order. pro] “ I insinuation as to the Daily Mail’s news-getting 
° : | propensities. 
* 
excuse my stating my reason for putting | : : negocio gy att oe 
. ee ws Be ack the rmoht | Ventures to suggest outside the privilege 
it. Itis this. I wished to ask the right circle of the House of Commons that this news- 
to pursue. If he does not bring the | editor is quite willing to undergo an investiga- 
subject before the House as a matter of | tion under the Official Secrets Act.” 


privilege, I shall do so immediately, as a | 
question of privilege affecting not so 
much the rights of the right hon. Gentle- 
man as the rights of this House as a 
whole. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I wish, Sir, 
ito bring before the House this article in 
'the Daily Mail newspaper of Tuesday, 
| July 30th, 1901, offering a challenge to 
| Mr. Brodrick, and I wish to present it 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand from | asa breach of the privileges of this House, 
the hon. Member that he is going to more especially as the observations in 
base his ease of privilege upon a news-/| that journal constitute a deliberate 
paper article. ‘charge of personal falsehood against a 


| public man in his capacity, not alone as | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Certainly. | a Minister of the Crown, but also as a | 


| member of ‘the House of Commons. 
hon. Gentleman has _ not 


attempted to repudiate the charge, or to 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The ordinary course | The right 
is that the hon. Member should bring 
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bring the matter before the House. falsehood i in the discharge of your duty in this 
Therefore I have felt it my duty to take | House —” 

this action. The honour of the House and that is the charge now brought 
of Commons is at stake. It is not a against the right hon. Gentleman— . 
question of the honour of a single Mem- | hes ile <i eae aia a 
ber. But when the honour of even the | plackest nea that can be brought. I cannot 
meanest member of this House is attacked, distinguish, Sir, between the speeches of a man 


it is the duty of this assembly to vindicate and the actions of a man in this House. In 


it in its own interests. The precedent I a reggae de as seapatins agea ares a ve 
2 . ° } 4 A ( 1e 
wish to bring before the House occurred point of truth in the performance of duty in 


in May, 1887, when Sir Charles Lewis, debate by wilful and deliberate falsehood is 
the then Member for North Antrim, the highest of all offences that can be com- 
brought before the House a statement ™tted.” 
which imputed personal falsehood to a’ On those three extracts I found my 
member of this House. On that occasion motion, I admit perfectly freely, in no 
Sir Charles Lewis was not supporting a friendly spirit to the right hon. Gentle- 
political friend ; he was espousing the man, but in the most friendly spirit to the 
cause of a political opponent, and he! House, of which the right hon. Gentle- 
urged that any charge of personal false- man is a Member. When the honour 
hood brought against any member of and truth of the right hon. Gentleman 
this House ought to be taken up by the’ are assailed. the honour and truth of the 
House itself as the guardian of its own House are assailed ; and if the right hon. 
honour. Sir Charles Lewis, on May 3rd, Gentleman does not care to vindicate 
1887, in moving his motion, said— his own honour and truth, I, at least, will 
“ But while every man is the guardian of his | See how many Members of the House of 
own honour, this House ought to be the Commons are prepared to vindicate the 
guardian of its own honour.” character of this assembly against such 
He then spoke likewise of the gross out- an atrocious charge. If this charge were 
rages of the accusation of personal false- true, and if what this paper says were 
hood. Then I should iike to quote the true, it would be the bounden duty of 
dictum of the right hon. Gentleman the the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
Member for West Monmouthshire, who the House to move for the right hon. 
spoke on that occasion as a Minister of Gentleman’s public expulsion from this 
the Crown, and practically, in the House. On these grounds I beg to move 
absence of Mr. Gladstone, as the Leader the motion which I will now hand to 
of the House, for the Leader of the, you, Sir. 
House was absent. The right hon. 
Gentleman said— Mr. DILLON: I rise to second the 
“ Do you doubt that, according to parliamen- motion in a very few sentences. and, 
tary precedent, to say that a Member of this | inasmuch as I myself thirteen years ago 
House has either deliberately stated that which | was the last victim of this form of motion, 
is untrue, or recklessly forbore to know whether made in that instance by a_ political 


it was untrue or not, I do not care what form ; egal 
the charge may take—does anyone doubt that, ¢nemy against my protest of indifference, 


according to the strict form of Parliamentary I think I am entitled to say a few words. 
precedent, that is a breach of privilege? ” | On the 3rd May, 1887, Sir Charles Lewis, 
Then Sir Charles Russell, in the same | who was then the Conservative Member 
debate, maintained that— for North Antrim, and one of the bit- 
“when from any quarter a serious charge | terest enemies the National party had in 
against the honour and character of Members this House, sent me a letter directing my 
of the House has been made and publicly attention to the fact that The Times 
brought to the notice of the House by an hon. newspaper had called me a liar, and in a 


Memb r, it is the duty of the House and tk ; : ; 
ears duty of the po of the House <0 | leading article had stated that I had in 


see that the House shall take action to elucidate | my place in the House made a false state- 
the matter.” ment. I took no notice of Sir Charles 

Then I come to the greatest authority | Lewis’s letter, and in spite of the fact that 
of all—Mr. Gladstone, who said— 'I desired not to take any notice of the 


« Now, I say that, instead of being a minor | hing ye article, but to treat it with 
matter, the charge of wilful and deliberate | what considered to be well-merited 
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contempt, Sir Charles Lewis came down 


to this House, and after announcing that 
attention to the | 


he had directed my 
article, used this language in justification 
of the motion he had made— 

“Every gentleman is the guardian of his 
own honour. It is not for me to suggest what 
course any Member of this House should take; 
but what I venture to say is this, that never in 
the history of this Parliament have such charges 
been made in any public channel of communi- 
cation such as The Times newspaper, and have 
been passed without notice being taken of 
them. But while every man is the guardian 
of his own honour, this House ought to be the 
guardian of its own honour.” 


On that plea he persisted in moving 
his motion without any _ encourage- 
ment from me, and he consumed two 
whole nights of the time of this House 
in discussing it. Here is the statement 
I made when challenged by Sir Charles 
Lewis— 


“Mr. Speaker, I have not, so far as I am | 


concerned personally, the slightest objection to 
urge against this institution. As faras I am 
personally concerned, I welcome it. and I have 
only one objection against it, and that is that it 
will inevitably lead to a great deal of waste of 
the time of this House.”’ 


In spite of the protest, and in spite of the 
fact that I, being a personal opponent of 
the right hon. Gentleman, proclaimed 


my indifference to the charge and my | 


contempt for it, he persisted, under the 
cloak of the pretext of protecting the 
honour of a personal opponent, in occu- 
pying those nights in discussing whether 
The Times was justified in calling me a 
liar. I was then an obscure and private 
Member of this House—as I am now, as 
an hon. friend reminds me—not respon- 
sible in any degree for any great depart- 
ment of the Government of this country, 
and The Times newspaper thought it its 
duty to charge me with making false 
statements in this House, as it has done 
a hundred and one times. If in 1887 
it was a justifiable action for an hon. 
Member, a leading Member of the Con- 
servative party, to take the course Sir 
Charles Lewis then took, what should 
we say when we come to the gravity of 
the present occasion, when a Minister of 
the Crown, responsible for what is at 
present the greatest of all Departments 
of Government in this country, is charged, 
not only with deliberate falsehood in the 
House, but with falsehood told for the 
meanest of motives? What is the 


Mr. Dilion. 
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motive charged by the newspaper? The 
charge is plain; there is no ambiguity 
about it. It is a disgraceful one. The 
|charge is that, to have revenge with 
this newspaper for breaking up his 
conspiracy and silence, to hide what they 
are pleased to call the outrage at Vlak- 
| fontein, but which I do not for a moment 
believe in—that, however, is neither 
| here nor there—but because that con- 
| spiracy of silence was broken up and 
| exposed by the Daily Mail, the right hon. 
| Gentleman deliberately got up in this 
| House and made a false charge against 
ithe editor of that paper out of motives 
| of petty malice and contemptible spite. 
|I have referred to my own case, so that 
ino man will have the courage now 
| to get up and say that we are not justified 
he the action we are taking to-day, 
because in taking that action we are 
following the good example set by a 
Member of the Tory party thirteen 
years ago. Then, however, a compara- 
tively obscure Member was concerned ; 
now we are bringing to the touch- 
stone of public discussion a grave national 
scandal, for it is a grave national scandal 
when a Minister of the Crown is charged 
| by a great newspaper—(cries of * Oh, 
| oh! ”)—I will withdraw the word “ great” 
and say “the most widely circulated 
| paper in England,” and indeed Members 
| have not much cause to be proud of it— 
but I say it is a grave national scandal 
when a Minister of the Crown is charged 
by the most widely circulated paper in 
England with making false statements 
in his capacity as a Minister to the House 
of Commons, and with making those 
false statements from the basest conceiv- 
able of human motives. I beg to second 
the motion. 











® Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the passages from the Daily 
Mail of this day complained of consti- 
tute a breach of the privileges of this 
House.” (Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Mr. BRODRICK: Mr. Speaker, | 
rise not so much for the purpose of 
answering the challenge, for I take it to 
be a challenge, contained in the two 
speeches which have been addressed 
to the House, as of making a brief state- 
ment, if I am in order in doing so, in 
regard to further matters which have 
been placed before me in the course 
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of the last few minutes on the subject- 


matter of the question under discussion. | 


As regards the first part, as to what has 
fallen from the hon. Member who has 
just sat down, an attack is made upon 
me, as I understand, because I did not 
eall the attention of the House to the 
remarks the journal in question made 
on me this morning, and call upon the 
House to declare them to be a breach 
of privilege. I am not less sensitive 
as regards my honour than any member 
of the House ; I am perhaps less inclined 
than the two hon. Members who have 
just spoken to believe that the article, 
written In the terms in which it was 
written, would be held either to be a 


reflection on my honour which required | 


vindication from me, or likely to be in 
any way accepted as representing any- 
thing but a strong statement of anger 


on the side of those whom I have im- | j ; } 
| received in the ordinary course of newspaper 


peached. I have read this charge very 
earefully in the last few moments, for 


I confess I only glanced at the paper | 
| practice of journalism not to give up the 
| names of contributors. 
| the observations you have made about the 
| Daily Mail, 1 would ask you in fairness to 


this morning ; I had it in my hand not 
more than two or three minutes. I see 
that it is stated in one place that— 
“we do most strongly object to Mr. Brod 
tick’s baseless and mean retort that this 
journal is in the habit of offering pecuniary 
temptations to War Office clerks for the pur- 
pose of obtaining early news. The suggestion 
is an untruthful one.” 

That is the only exact expression | 
could cull in the brief moments in which 
I have looked at it which charges me 
with want of truth. “ The suggestion,” 
it is said, “is an untruthful one.” It is 
not said that I myself was guilty of 
making an untruthful statement to the 
House of Commons; what is stated is 
that the suggestion [ made is repudiated 
by the editor of the journal as not con- 
taining truth. I do not propose to enter 
further into it, because it did not strike 
me on first reading the paragraph that 
the intention was to convey that I had | 
deliberately informed the House of that 
which I must have known was untrue. | 
But I would ask leave, if I may, as a 
matter of indulgence, to read a letter | 
which has been handed me in the last | 
quarter of an hour from the editor of 
the Daily Mail written on this day. | 
He asks me to read the letter to the House | 
of Commons, and I therefore read it as | 
amatter of justice. It says :— 

“Sir,—I notice that last night, in reply to a 
question by Mr. Reginald Lucas, you, among ‘ 
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| other statements with regard to the Daily 


Mail, remarked as follows :—‘ On two occa- 
sions in the present year this journal has 
published statements on impending events 
based on secret official documents, and it is 
immaterial, in my opinion, whether these were 
obtained by direct purchase or through the 
means of a correspondent.’ You later on 
observe, ‘I may add that I have already had to 
dismiss one official for making improper use of 
confidential documents. . But, while 
taking such steps with regard to guilty indi- 
viduals as may be necessary, I cannot justify 
leaving men of moderate income to the tempta- 
tions which may be offered them by a promi- 
nent journal.’ This I take to mean, in plain 
English, that you ivpute to those who are 
responsible for the conduct of the Daily Mail 
that they have, either by direct or indirect 
means, and by the use of corrupt inducements, 
obtained information from persons in official 
employ for publication in that journal. 1 
need scarcely point out to you that this isa 
very grave charge, and one that I take the 
earliest opportunity of repudiating. I most 
emphatically assert that it is absolutely with- 
out foundation of any kind, and anything 
that has appeared in the Daily Mail has been 


routine. You have asked me to divulge the 
name of the Daily Mail’s informant, to which 
I can only reply that it is the well-understood 


Having regard to 


that paper to read this letter to the House of 
Commons.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
A. G. HARMSWORTH.’ 

Now, I have a very brief commentary 
to make on that letter. Two documents 


are alluded to in the article in the paper 


as having been utilised. The article 
says— 

“The two particular items of news of the 
publication{ of which Mr. Brodrick now com- 
plains were part of his scheme of Army reform 
and a portion of Lord Kitchener’s new plan of 
campaign. © 
Sir, the two points alluded to were both 
contained in secret documents, neither 
of them was circulated to anybody 
except members of the Cabinet, the 
Commander-in-Chief, and in the case 
of the first document to two or three 
responsible officials of the highest posi- 
tion. By some means, which I have yet 
to ascertain, both these documents, or 
the contents of them, came to the hands 
of a correspondent. In each case the 
was offered to another 
newspaper, and in each case to a different 
newspaper, by whom it was refused, 
before it appeared in the columns of the 
Daily Mail. In the first case the editor 
of the newspaper came to me, four or 
fiv> days before it appeared in the Daily 


Y 2 
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Mail, and asked whether, considering | so far as my honour and position have: 
the manner in which this had been} been challenged, I may say there is no 
acquired, it would, in my opinion, be in | tribunal to which I would sooner commit 
any way unfair to the Government or | the custody of my honour in the matter: 
to the country that the document should | of the statements I have made than the 
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appear. I said, naturally, that I thought | 
it in the first place on principle to be | 
highly undesirable, and that in the second | 
place if it was published in its then form | 
it might lead to radical misconception. | 
Neither of these documents could have | 
been obtained except by improper means. 
I cannot, of course, say, it may be a possi- 
bility, that some individual might have 
in conversation given the gist of such 
documents ; but this I can say, that the 
details given in each case so carefully 
followed word for word the wording of 
the documents that they must have been 
taken down and carefully transmitted 
for the purpose of publication. I did not 
charge the editor of and those responsible 
for the Daily Mail with having them- 
selves paid money for documents im- 
properly obtained. What I did say was 
that it was immaterial whether they 
were obtained by direct purchase or 
through the means of a correspondent, 
whether the money was paid directly 
or was paid to a correspondent in what 
the editor has called “the ordinary 
course of newspaper routine.” Whether 
it was covered by payment on general 
grounds or whether it was payment 
for a particular document is immaterial ; 
the documents were secret, they were 
known to be secret, they were improperly 
obtained, and they were published. The! 
same thing occurred in connection with 
an Admiralty document within the last 
few weeks with the same newspaper ; | 
and I think I should have been doing | 
less than my duty if I had not, at what- | 
ever unpleasantness to myself, taken the 
opportunity of showing my sense of, 
what has been done, by withholding ' 
Government information as far as I can, 
and by bringing the subject before the| 
House of Commons. It was not for me, | 
Sir, to decide, and I will not enter into| 


the question, whether the publication | 


of the passages which have been read | 
at the Table should be held to be a breach | 
The | 
privileges of the House are not lightly | 
brought to bear on individuals or on| 
newspaper editors, but I have thought it | 


of the privileges of this House. 


necessary to say what I[ have said. But. 


Mr. Brodrick. 


House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend did not address himself, and pro- 
bably the House did not expect him to 
address himself, to the immediate subject. 
of the motion before us ; he has addressed 
himself to the charge against himself ;. 
and upon that I can assure him that,. 
unless I greatly mistake the ten per and 
feeling of the House, there is not a Mem- 
ber in it that less requires justification 
of his personal honour before the House 
as a tribunal. My right hon. friend’s 
personal honour is above the reach of. 
newspaper attack, and he need not con- 
sider this question from a personal point 
of view at all. So I dismiss that, and now 
address myself to the course which, in my 
judgment, the House should take in 
regard to the motion which has been 
proposed and seconded. This is not the 
first time by many in the course of my 
experience in the House that newspaper 
attacks on Members have been brought 
forward as questions of privilege, and | 
have consistently, as far as it has been in 
my power, supported the view that the 
House should not enter into any contest 
with newspapers or the press on matters 
of this kind. Nothing is gained for the 
honour and credit of the House or for the 
credit of journalism by such contests as 
those to which I refer. Of the words 


| read out on this occasion, I think there is. 


no doubt whatever that they are a breach 
of privilege. The thing is absolutely 
undeniable. Charges such as that are 
uncontested and incontestably breaches 
of privilege, and if the House thinks 
it worth while to affirm that it is 
so, I do not know that there is any 
objection to that course ; but, personally, 
I do not think that very much will be 
gained by it. We all know that it is a 
question of privilege. We all know also 
that we can summon the editor to the 
bar of this House, and we know the- 
scene that may follow the censure, the 
apology, if such is offered, or we may 
send the offender to confinement in the: 
Clock Tower. But if we adopt any of the: 
resources at our command they really do: 
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very little to vindicate the honour of the 
House, and they serve no public advan- 
tage at all. I think therefore the course 
which has generally been pursued, and 
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(Stirling Burghs): The House is always 


which I have always recommended the | 


House to pursue, is the course to pursue | ; ; 
| passage from the newspaper, which was 


now. I do not advise the House to 
affirm that this is a breach of privilege, 
though if that were a question brought to 
the vote I should vote for declaring it a 
ease of breach of privilege. 
much simpler, and, I think, the incident 
will be closed with more dignity, if we 
leave out the words and simply pass to 
the public business of the day. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : What is the 
date of the precedent the right hon. 
Gentleman refers to ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : 1879. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman tell us something 
about it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not base 
my recommendation on precedent, but 
oncommon sense. There are only three 
courses open to us, and the first is to vote 
‘this a breach of privilege, and require the 
editor to attend at the bar, with such 
other incidents as 
Personally, I do not think anyone would 
seriously recommend us to take that 
course. The second course is to vote 
‘this a breach of privilege and to do 
nothing more, and I do not think much 
is gained by that. 
course is the one I have suggested, but 
which I do not press with any great 
strength of conviction against No. 2, for 
to very much the same thing. On the 
the third course I have mentioned— 
‘that of declaring the incident closed by 
proceeding to the business of the day. I 
therefore move as an Amendment that 
this House do pass to the public business 


of the day. 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 


House do 


But it will be | 


follow from that. | 


at a great disadvantage on these occa- 
sions, for the subject comes upon many 
of us quite unawares, and even after the 


read with greater clearness than usual at 
the Table, it necessarily passed so rapidly 
before our observation that we are not in 
a position to grasp the full meaning of the 
passage quoted, much less the whole 
article. Now I agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down that 
there is enough in the article to show that 
it is clearly a breach of the privileges otf 
the House. A Minister in the exercise 
of his functions as a Minister, a Member 
of the House acting in that capacity, is 
charged with having made an untrue 
suggestion for a certain sinister purpose. 
Sir, there could be nothing, in my opinion, 
more obviously coming within the cate- 
gory of breaches of privileges of Members 
of this House. Of course, none of us 
would either place any imputation or 
accept any imputation placed by another. 
We have no hesitation at all in expressing 
our opinion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s honourable conduct in the matter, 
but he, after all, is not a judge on this 
question. He as an individual may take 


any course he likes, but we have to guard 
‘the honour and dignity of the House. 


| 


While I agree with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House that it has 


TI ly _.; | been found a useful practice to follow the 
ne only remaining | 


course he has suggested, and to pass to the 
Orders for the day, because, even though 
there may be a clear case of breach of 


‘I believe that in the long run they come | privilege, yet our modes of dealing with 


such positions are not very effective, and 


. ithough we can pronounce any matter 
whole, I am personally disposed to adopt | thoug I = 


brought before us a breach of privilege 
without proceeding to those further 
motions to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has referred, yet even that is to be 
avoided when it is possible for us to avoid 
it. I do not know the subject-matter of 
the precedent referred to, though that is 


‘almost immaterial, for, as the right hon. 


Gentleman has said, it is rather matter 


‘end of the Question, and add the words ‘this | for common sense than for precedent ; 


day.” —( A potion Business of the | yt I think in this case we do not stand 


quite in the same position as we have 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words | found ourselves on previous occasions, 


‘proposed to be left out stand part of the | because the Secretary for War—and I do 
“Question.” | 


| not blame him in the least, and I do not 
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suppose he could have avoided it—has 
actually read at the Table of the House 
an explanatory declaration made by the 
editor of the newspaper. He has practi- 
cally already brought the newspaper to 
the bar of the House. The matter into 
which he entered, and which I do not 
think he could have avoided, has put the 
whole question much more in possession 
of the House than the mere reading of 
the article, and so affects the conclusion 
we may come to. This, I think, differ- 
entiates the case in a considerable degree 
from mapy of the cases of which we have 
had experience before, and therefore, 
for my part, I cannot see how we can now 
avoid declaring this to be a breach of the 
privileges of the House. If it had been 
a simpler case, not complicated in the way 
to which I have referred, the wisest and 
usual course would have been that which 
the right hon. Gentleman has suggested. 
I, therefore, submit—and the Leader of 
the House has professed an almost open 
mind on this matter—whether with 
these circumstances of aggravation, not 
of the original offence, but of aggrava- 
tion of the complexities of the situation, 
it is possible to pass over so grave a 
matter, and whether it would not be 
more becoming the dignity of the House 
to solemnly pronounce that this publica- 
tion is a breach of privilege. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I may, by 
leave of the House, be allowed to speak 
again, | am personally very inclined to 
the course I proposed in my observations 
just now, but I think it is far more im- 
portant that we should be unanimous 
in our decision. We have to adopt one 
of the alternatives between which. as I 
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have said, I think there is little to choose, 
and certainly, if the right hon. Gentle 
man thinks we should more emphatically 
express our view of the calumnies to 
which my right hon. friend has been 
subjected by making a solemn declara- 
tion on the subject, I will not stand in 
the way. I withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the passages from the 
Daily Mail of this day complained of 
constitute a breach of the privileges of 
this House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Editor and Publisher of the 
Daily Mail do attend at the Bar of this 
House on Thursday next, at Three of 
the clock.”—(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: For the reasons 
I have shown I cannot accept this 
motion. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The letter 
from the Daily Mail which the right 
hon. Gentleman read out was antecedent 
to the article which appeared this day 
in which the editor directly charged the 
right hon. Gentleman with being un- 
truthful. The man who makes that 
charge and the man who publishes it 
ought to appear at that bar. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes. 128 ; Noes, 
222. (Division List No. 374.) 


AYES, 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 

| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill. Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 


Allen,Chas. P.(Glouc. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, RtHonHerbertHenry 
Balearres, Lord ‘ 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, GeorgeM. (Edin burgh) | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


Crean, Eugene 


Cullinan, J. 


Crombie, John William 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delaney, William 
Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dufty, William J. 
Dunn, Sir William 

, Edwards, Frank 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles : 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J, M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, RtHn HerbertJ ohn 
Grant, Corrie 
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Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam | 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSir U 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lloyd-George, David 

Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, J. Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Acland- Hood, Capt.SirAlexF. 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon, John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C.T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Ball, William James 
Campbell, RtHnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. | 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
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| Mooney, John J. 


Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan,fCol.'J. P. (Galway, N. 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O’Kelly Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


NUES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 


| Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
| Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 


Gibbs, Hn.A.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 

Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 


Gore,Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop | 


Gore, Hn.S.F. Ormsby- (Linc. ) 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir Ton Eldon 
Green, WalfordD( Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 


| Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
| Hamilton,Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. | 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 


' Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
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Roche, John 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
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| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.(N’rthnts 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Caine. 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath,James (Staffords.N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, 3. W. 

Hoare, EdwBrodie(Hampste’d 
Hobhouse,C.E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
Hope,J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Ferderick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John (Kent, Faversh. 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph( Monmouth) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsm’uth 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More. Robt. J. (Shropshire) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 


Murray, Rt Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray ,Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 


Myers, William Henry 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
| Stanley, EdwardJas(Somerset 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert P.(Darlington) 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made. and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): I rise to move that the 
Bill be 


Third Reading of this 
ferred for three months. 


suppose any words of 


emphasise the 





{ COMMONS} 


| Perey, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S.(Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col.E.J. 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. ) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir JohnM. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 


classes, 


and therefore 
doubly serious importance to closely in- 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merth’r 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 

| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Valentia, Viscount 


Vincent, ColSirCEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Welby,Lt. -Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E(Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles — 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr Anstruther. 


it becomes of 


quire into any Bill which we think pre- 


judicially affects the existence of those 
schools and classes when it is brought 


before the notice of the House by a Mem- 
'ber of a responsible Government. But 


there is another aspect not so bright as 
that to which I have just alluded, and 
de-| that is the general attitude which the 


I do not} Government adopts towards education 


mine 


can | measures in this House. 
great importance of | ment have introduced seven education 


The Govern- 


this question whenever it comes be-} measures since they came into power in 
fore the House of Commons in any} 1895. Of those seven measures two 
form; but there is one aspect of the| were withdrawn before they had pro- 
question which must interest everybody, | ceeded very far, two were practically un- 
which is that education throughout the | opposed, and the other three have been 
country excites far more interest at the | passed through this House without a 
present time than it has for a long time | single Amendment being accepted ; one 
past. It is perfectly certain that the of the Bills which was accepted by the 
Government cannot now make any pro-| House was only amended in the sense 
posal, legislative or administrative, with- | that it was restored to the position in 
out considerable interest being taken in! which it stood before it went to the 
it by the whole country where schools , House of Lords. I ask why it is that, 
or classes affected by the Bill are esta-| of all the proposals which ;have been 
blished. Weare findinginan increasing | laid before the House on the various 
degree that the people of the country are | subjects in which the responsible De- 
desirous of taking advantage of privileges | partments of the Government are inte- 
wherever offered, and are willing to/ rested, those of the Education Depart- 
make such sacrifices as are necessary to | ment alone are to practically go through 
enable their children to attend these without a1 word of amendment? ‘The 
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position has been very much aggravated 
by the Cockerton judgment, and I have 
not the slightest hesitation in saying 
that those who promoted that case 
promoted it with the deliberate object 
of striking a blow at the education given 
by the school boards at their higher 
grade schools. That judgment having 
been given, it offered the Government 
a splendid opportunity of placing on 
a more satisfactory basis the education 
of the country, but the Government 
takes that judgment, not for the purpose 





but for the purpose of assisting those 
who have opposed it. By incorporating 
that judgment into the present Bill, they 
lend the whole of their influence to those 


done by the school boards. 


It is the present fashion to speak 
slightingly of school boards. I know it is 


many most unfounded charges. At 
any rate, it is to their credit that they are 


their very best to administer the work 
entrusted to them. It is a fashion, 
which I hope will pass away, to ridicule 
school boards, and to belittle their work, 
and it is a pity that expression should 
have been given to all this ignorant 
prejudice in the speech in which the 
Vice-President introduced the Bill. The 
school boards have existed for thirty 
years. During that time they have been 
the only possible means which the com- 
munity had of securing higher grade 
schools and evening continuationschools; 
and the only reward that is given to 
them is the Cockerton judgment and 
the introduction of this Bill. 1 think, 
considering that the school boards were 
the only means the people had of securing 
these schools, that every credit and 
praise ought to be given to them for 
having achieved, against much adverse 
criticism and opposition, such splendid 
results. Instead of that, there is a con- 
spiracy to bring to an end this admirable 
work. There is an association called 
the Headmasters’ Association. They re- 
cently sent a deputation to the Duke of | 
Devonshire, who very frankly told them 
that he did not understand their argu- 
ments. I do not wonder at it. If I 
wanted an expert on education, the very , 
last man I would go to would be the | 


Febpiw 
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of promoting and extending education, | 


who are striking a blow against the work | 


the habit to bring against school boards | 


proud of their position, and that they do | 
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headmaster of a secondary school. Of 
all the conservative people in matters of 
education, the headmasters of secondary 
schools are the most conservative as 
regards changes in the curriculum, im- 
proved methods of teaching, and im- 
proved accommodation. It may not be 
their own fault. It may be because 
their schools are largely and perhaps 
necessarily modelled on the requirements 
of our university education. Still there 
has heen a most important demand 
set up for schools of a different type, 
to train children not solely with a 
possible view of going to a university, 
and the headmasters of the secondary 
schools have never shown any inclina- 
tion to come to terms as regards that 
demand. They regard themselves and 
their schools as merely earning machines. 
I think that the Department has acted 
very unwisely in taking so much to heart 
the advice given to them by the Head- 
masters’ Asssociation, advice which 
was also tendered to the House in the 
very able speech of the hon. Member 
for Cambridge University, which was 
little more than a reiteration of the argu- 
ments of the deputation. The head- 
masters and the hon. Gentleman com- 
plained of the competition which board 
schools offered to secondary schools, 
and the Vice-President told us that there 
were children in the higher grade school 
who ought to be in the grammar school. 
I take leave to differ from the right hon. 
Gentleman, and I do so with the cer- 
tainty that he has mistaken the posi- 
tion of affairs in, for instance, certain 


districts in the West Riding of 
Yorkshire. I would remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that when 


children leave the higher grade schools 
it would not be to enter grammar schools, 
The higher grade schools teach children 
who attend them for a year or two in 
order to complete an education suitable 


for children of artisans, or for the purpoze 


of preparing themselves for entering a 
technical school. Let the right hon. 
Gentleman go into one of the technical 
colleges in any of our big towns, and he 
will find that a very large percentage of 
the children, almost the whole of them, 
come from higher grade schools, and not 
from grammar schools. It would be 
impossible for grammar schools to do 
their own work, and train children 
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for ordinary occupations or for entering 
the technical colleges. I think, there-- 
fore, that the Department has shown 
itself extremely unwise in accepting 
the cry of competition from the Head- 
masters’ Association. I believe that the 
Department has been misled in the 
matter, and that they will be very unwise 
if they accept any similar advice in fram- 
ing the Bill next year.. 
to what extent the noble Lord opposite 
was concerned in this Bill, but as far 
as he was associated with it he is to be 
congratulated; but I venture to think 
the measure will not redound to the 
advantage of education, at any rate 
in our big towns in the north of England. 


in the most uncomfortable position by 
the noble Lord and his friends. With 
the noble Lord’s friends outside and 
inside the Government, the Duke of 
Devonshire must have been in a difficulty. 
But, even with all the pressure brought 
to bear on it, | think the Education 
Department should have settled the 
question on broader lines. It seems 
to be absolutely inconceivable that for 
the merely temporary purposes of an 
emergency Bill we should have all 
this new machinery, and that autho- 
rities which for many years have had no 
educational work at all, should be 
suddenly, and almost at a moment’s 
notice. called upon to deal with this 
complicated question. That is asking too 
much. The right hon. Gentleman, in 
answer to a question the other day, 
stated in effect that there need be no 
difficulty or friction provided the school 
boards did their duty. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. | 
Gorst. Cambridge University): I 


was quoting a letter I received from the 
chairman of the Finance Committee 
of the Leeds City Council, who said 
there would be no friction unless it were | 
promoted by the school board. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: The right 
hon. Gentleman’s reply did not appear 
fully in the paper in which I read it. | 
What happened? The school board ap- | 
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I do not know | 





(No. 2) Bill. (04 


mitted to any alterations which they 
might make with reference to over- 
lapping. 


Sir J. GORST: I read the resolution 
to the House on the occasion, and it was 
that a general authorisation would be 
given to carry on the schools subject to 
the considerations and suggestions of the 
city council to prevent overlapping. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: There was 
no question of considerations, but the 
school board was asked to accept sugges- 
tions as to overlapping. After the city 


council had passed that resolution, the 


\school board asked them to let them 
I admit the Government were placed | 


‘In my opinion that 


know what conditions would be required 
in order to continue them. The city 
council refused, and said that the school 
board should accept all or none of their 
conditions. | think that is assuming 
a very intolerable attitude. Moreover, 
while the city council were making it 
difficult for the school board, they re- 
ceived a deputation from what is called 
the Church Schools Association, asking 
for permission to carry on evening 
schools and also for money. They got 
permission from the technical instruc- 
tion committee of the city council and 
also a guarantee that they would receive 


, 10s. per child for every child in the 


evening classes to be established by them. 
is illegal. The 
10s. per child is to be paid in respect of 


|children under fifteen, who are to be 


taught elementary subjects, as well as 


‘of children over fifteen who are to be 


taught secondary subjects. I believe 
that the technical instruction committee 
have no power to use money for the 
purposes of assisting denominational 
schools or other schools to carry on 
elementary education. These schools 
will be able to teach children under or 
over fifteen either elementary or second- 
ary subjects, whereas the school board, 
under the Cockerton judgment, will only 
be able to teach children under fifteen 
elementary subjects under the Code. 


That is  an_ intolerable position. 
Here is an unrecognised association 


spending public money, receiving grants 


plied to a council for machinery to carry | from the Exchequer as well as from the 
on their schools, and the council replied | local rates, for schools which have no 


that they would give permission ~e 
general terms if the school board sub- 


Mr. Alfred Hutton. 


17s. 6d. limit, no conscience clause, and 


| which may teach children under fifteen 
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or adults elementary or secondary edu- {sidered in another place. I have had 
cation, whereas the school board only | placed in my hands a long series of replies 
has the right to teach elementary sub-| from some of the most important school 
jects to children under fifteen. I think boards in the Midland counties. | 
that is a proposition which will not hold | will not occupy the time of the House 
water, and which the right hon. Gentle- | by referring to them in detail, but the 
man ought not to be compelled to accept. broad effect of their recommendations 
I simply content myself with saying that | is that the machinery and organisation 
I believe the object and aim of the | of these evening schools have been gravely 
Government is to hamper and if pos- | imperilled by the date on which the Act 
sible to bring to a hasty conclusion, the | will come into force. In many cases 
work of the school boards, to prevent | the decision whether the schools are 
them making a further progress, and|to be continued at all, and on 
at the same time to favour unauthorised | what terms, will have to be postponed 
associations of one kind or another. Jam | until a time when these schools should 
in favour of the support of the Govern-| have been thoroughly organised and 
ment being given, mainly at any rate, ready to begin operations. Another 
to the people’s schools where education | class of representation from some of 
is given for education’s sake alone, and these school boards is that the decision 
not in the interests of any other object | will be greatly facilitated, will be more 
or person. |effectual, and will be given and taken 
tire 0 iia oes ,... | in a more reasonable way, if the school 
*Mr. ( HANNING (Northamptonshire, | hoards have to apply to and deal with 
E.): I wish to second the motion of my |the immediate local authorities who 
hon. friend, and I will do so in a very few | are acquainted with the whole of the 
words, in view of the discussion on the | ejreumstances of the schools, and some 
Education Minute which is to follow. I) o6¢ whom may be members actually 
do not intend to enter any further into | serving on the school boards. I myself 
the merits of this Bill. I consider it is} have served on both bodies at the same 
bad both in principle and machinery, | time for many years. It is perfectly 
but the worst thing about it is the late | obyious that that would provide a maxi- 
period of the session at which it has been | mum of advantage as regards the rapi- 
introduced, and the period of the year | dity and ease with which these matters 
in which it will come into operation. | could be adjusted ; and I hope that an 
Undoubtedly the machinery of the Bill, | Amendment in the direction of these two 
by setting up possible friction and com-_ points may be introduced by the Govern- 
plications between various authorities, | ment in another place. I believe that 
will, to a limited if not to a large extent, | the Bill is one which can do an immense 
have the effect of decreasing educational | amount of harm in the country, and, 
opportunities. That, I think, is a result | as the Government are responsible for 
which all of us would wish to minimise | jt, they ought to consider whether it 
to the greatest extent possible, and we | would not be to their own interest and 
desire that the machinery of the Bill! advantage, as well as to the interest and 
should be amended, either by adminis- | advantage of the whole community, if 
trative means or by legislation in another | they were to facilitate to the very utmost 
place, in order that we may achieve the | the retention of all these edueational 
maximum result under it, and that edu- | facilities during the coming year. My 
cation should be provided for children’ main object in seconding the motion 
who, if the machinery works badly, will | is to press on the right hon. Gentleman 
certainly be excluded from all educational | the desirability of Amendment with 
advantages. I had intended if time per-| reference to the question of dealing 
mitted to move the recommital of the! directly with local authorities, and also 
Bill with a view to improving its ma-| the further question of the Board of 
chinery. I am not able to do that now, | Education taking power to act in the 
but I would suggest to the right hon. | event of default either by the school 
Gentleman representing the Govern-| board or the local authority. I hope 
ment that this matter of improving the! these two suggestions will be considered 
machinery of the Bill should be con-; by the Government in another place. 
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*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) : 


I feel that there is not very much to 
thank the Government for in this Bill. 
I am sorry that is the case, because I 
believe that it is of paramount im- 
portance that we should very rapidly 
improve our educational system and our 
opportunities for obtaining secondary 
and technical and commercial instruction. 
At the same time, when the Government 
are charged with not having allowed 
any Amendments to the Bill, I feel 
bound to thank them for knowing, 
for once, their own minds, and for not 
having followed the precedent, established 
by themselves, of withdrawing Bill 
after Bill without arriving at any 
practical conclusion. The Bill is a 
lictle one, but after all it is only a 
‘temporary measure, and, in reaffirming 
the principle of a municipal local 
authority, I think the Government 
have done well to introduce it; but ] 
would impress upon them that there 
is an urgent demand that this question 
should be dealt with at an early date | 
next session, and in particular that the | 
whole question of education should be 
dealt with in a practical way, in order to 
put it for the sake of all classes upon a 
proper and permanent basis, as most other 
countries have anticipated ourselves in 
doing. In dealing with this question we 
have, I repeat, at any rate to be thank- 
ful for one thing. The Bill re-affirms the 
principle that the local authority should 
be distinctly municipal. That was the 
first proposal in 1870; it was at the 
basis of the Act of 1889 ; it was contained 
in the Bills of 1896, and 1900, and what | 
I hope is, that the Government will not 
vacillate on this subject. On the other | 
side it has been said frequently that great | 
friction will arise, and that the munici- | 
pal authorities are not unlikely in many 
- cases to show a hostile feeling to educa- 
tion. I say that is at variance with the | 
general practice, at any rate, of theauthori- 
ties of large cities and towns, and also a 
great many of the smaller ones, which, | 
though non-county boroughs, have | 
-done excellent educational work, in 
connection with schemes cognate to the | 
present, whether it be public libraries or | 
the excellent administration they have | 
shown under the Act of 1889. I would | 


Yducation 
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have not only not absorbed the 
whisky money, and have not applied 
it to the saving of the rates, but have 
rated themselves largely and very fre- 
quently in order to carry out their 
educational purposes, and | believe that 
in committing education to the munici- 
palities, you are not only committing it to 
representative bodies, but to bodies who 
have the most ample resources primarily 
at theirdisposal. When I say representa- 
tive bodies, | mean that if they failed in 
theirdutyto a locality they would be liable 

be changed, and | am _ thoroughly 
convinced that the people of this country 
are now thoroughly alive to the urgent 
importance of dealing on broad and 
practical principles, and dealing liber: uly, 
and as the most economic expenditure, 
with the subject of public instruction. 
I do not believe for a moment that there 
will be any retrogressive policy. When it 
is said that remarks and reflections have 
been made on the work of the school 
boards, I am quite sure that, although 
there is a difference of principle involved 
in these discussions, the people of the 
large towns and cities, who in future 
will be educationally represented through 
the municipality, have approved of the 
work of the schools, and do approve of it. 


| They feel that although it may be illegal, 


it is very well for the country that it has 
been done, and they are alarmed at 
what might have happened if numbers 
of those who through continuation and 
higher grade schools, and the technical 
which has been carried on, 


of doing so. I feel that I express the 
view of the cities and towns generally 
when I say that they think that these 
higher grade schools and continuation 
schools have not been costly, but that on 
the contrary they have been a great 
saving tothe State. Little can be acquired 
in a school life, and if that had not 
been saved by the bridging over of the 
gulf between the elementary and the 
higher graded schools, the loss to the State 
would have been very great. York- 
shire has been alluded to by my hon. 
friend, and I say that the great difficulty 
in connection with technical instruction 
there since the passing of the Act of 
| 1889, has been the necessity of teaching 


point out that a large number of the | ‘the students what ought to have been 


‘boroughs, both county and non- county, | 


‘taught to them in the elementary 
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schools. The difficulty would have been 
greatly aggravated but for the existence 


of the continuation and the higher 


grade schools. I have said what I 
have about the municipal principle 


because I believe that to be essential to | 
suecess in dealing with this subject in | 


the future, and | hope that there will 
be no disposition whatever to give way 
to the fancy schemes which were brought 
before the House in the course of the 
discussions in Committee, whether re- 
commended by a municipality, dis- 
credited Royal Commission, or other- 
wise. 

I desire to say a word on the pro- 
posal made in Committee to substitute 
the technical instruction committee 
for the council itself. 
principle is a right one of leaving that to 
the local authority, who know best what 
are the local demands and circumstances, 
and what is the best mode of meeting 
them. I was sorry that in the Bill 
which has been withdrawn the word 
“shall ’ was not substituted for “* may ”’ 
in adding the co-opted members to 
the Committee. Under the Act of 1889 
the boroughs have generally added such 
educational members and others, but 
I believe if you wish friction to arise 
inthe future you will make that com- 
pulsory, instead of leaving it optional, 
as it was in the Act of 1889, and as it is 
practically under the present Bill. The 
Act of 1889 on that subject has worked 
very well. I have read with some regret 
the observations of the right hon. Gentle- 
man (Sir John Gorst) in Committee, 
with regard to the relations between 
the Board of Education and the county 
and the non-county boroughs. It seems 
to me that what he then said was at 
variance with what he said on the First 


have as of right the control of its own 
schools; and yet a circular has been 


issued in which the right hon. Gentle- | 


man says that the Department must 
consult the County Council before allow- 
ing a non-county borough to act, under 
this Bill, in the matter of its own edu- 


cation. We are thus going to have delay, | ; 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I have not taken 


and we are going to work backwards 


and forwards instead of directly. Several | 
/am anxious before the Bill passes to be 


authorities will have to be consulted, 
and this may lead to some of that 
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friction which is prophesied, and which 
it is always desirable to avoid. I have 
to say for the committee of the municipal 
authorities that they are determined 
that they will allay all friction if they 
possibly can, and that they will induce, 
so far as they can, the cities and towns 
to go on continuing those schools, 
which I think have done so much 
I hope and expect in any future 
Bill that, in the case of those non-county 
boroughs, many of which have done 
most excellent work and rated them- 
selves in the interest of education in their 


localities, if they desire, with the sanction 


of the Board of Education, to be formed 
into a separate local authority, so far 


from any impediment being offered in 
L think the | 


that direction, every facility will be given, 
for, after all, the locality knows in a large 
measure what is best for its own needs 
and interests. Where we find that non- 
county boroughs have the means and 
the will, and if they have shown a desire 
to promote education on proper lines in 
their midst, then the Education Depart- 
ment should have power to authorise 
them to become a separate local educa- 
tional authority for themselves. That 
is the view taken by the boroughs as 
a whole, and I hope that in the measure 
next year we shall have proposals on the 
main line of the present Bill, but with 
some of the Amendments to which | 
have endeavoured to direct attention 
in the course of the discussions on this 
measure. I think we have not much, 
but still something, to be thankful for. 
There are some who think this measure 
will limit educational progress ; on the: 
contrary, I think it will, in the end, give 
a stimulus and resources, and that it 
will be advantageous to the education 


; Aer : | of the country. 
Reading of this or the late Bill, that when | 
a borough decided to rate itself it should | 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*To leave out the word‘ now,’ and at the 
end of the question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Alfred Hutton.) « 


Question proposed, ‘That the word. 
‘now’ stand part of the question.” 


Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE. 


any part in this discussion as yet, but I 


The. 


allowed to say a very few words. 
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Bill which is before us to-night is a very 
small one, but overhanging this discus- 
sion there is the shadow of the defunct 
Bill, and there is also, perhaps, even the 
feeling that this Bill is only, so to speak, 
the portico of the larger measure which 
is promised next year. But, from my 
point of view, I should say that perhaps 
the only advantage which has come from 
this Bill is that it makes it absolutely 
inevitable that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment must deal with this question next 
year, and that there shall be at last an 
end of the procrastination which there 
has been in regard to this question ever 
since the Government came into power. 


Sir J. GORST: And before it. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
The right hon. Gentleman says “ And 
before it.” I will answer on that point. 
I do not think that during the career 
of the Government that preceded the 
present Government—and as I was not 
a member of that Government I am a 
perfectly impartial witness—I do not 
think anybody will say that there was 
any waste of time or neglect on the part 
of the Education Office at the time 
Mr. Acland was Vice-President of the 
Council, and I venture to say that, had 
it not been for in many respects the 
malignant opposition which many of 
Mr. Acland’s most useful reforms were 
met with by the friends of voluntary 
schools and by the extreme ecclesiastical 
party in the country, Mr. Acland’s 
work, great as it was, would have been 
even greater. That is not what I rose to 
discuss this evening, nor would I have 
touched upon it had it not been for the 
interruption of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. I rather desire to speak for a 
few moments from the point of view 
of one who represents a large town 
where there is a town council and 
where there is also an able and efficient 
school board, and who also represents | 
a considerable country district surround 

_ing where there are several active school 
boards and a large number of voluntary 
schools. I would also venture to speak 
as one who for many years, when not a 
member of this House, was chairman 
of the county technical instruction com- 
mittee. What has struck me as the 
result of such experience as I have had | 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 
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is that many of the fears which are ex- 
pressed upon both sides of the House 
from the point of view of the county 
councils, and also from the point of 
view of the advocates of the school boards 
in regard to the conflicting claims and 
possibly conflicting jurisdiction of these 
bodies are exaggerated. I cannot help 
saying that I often feel that in these 
matters those who have spent, as | 
have, many years of their lives in 
administrative work look on these 
questions from a rather different point 
of view than those who regard them 
from the point of view of parliamentary 
debate, and that many of those difficulties, 
which strike what I may call the pure 
parliamentarian, become very much 
smaller when they are judged from the 
point of view of actual experience and 
practice. I venture to say that in all 
these matters there is the sphere of the 
county council and also the sphere of the 
school board. When I am told that 
in consequence of this little 24d. measure, 
for it is nothing else, some great and 
deadly blow is going to be struck at the 
school boards of England, T am inclined 
to repeat the famous observation of 
Dr. Johnson and to say “ Fudge!’ The 
school boards are much too strong. 
Although I am a supporter of county 
council administration, I know the 
admirable work that has been done 
by the school boards, and when | am 
told that the school boards can be 
abolished by this Bill, or any other Bill, 
I know that it is perfectly impossible. 
Our school boards are rooted in the 
affections of the people of this country, 
and you cannot abolish them. Similarly, 
the work done by the town councils, and 
I am bound to say by the great county 
councils of England, is improving every 
year, and it is also attaining a very great 
hold upon the affections of the people. 

But, while I say that, I do not want 
to be understood as accepting this Bill 
at all in the spirit in which it was 
put forward by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House, when he said 
that if this Bill passed we had settled 
once for all whether the county council 
or the school board was going to be the 


authority for secondary education. There 


is a sphere for the school board as well 
as the county council in regard to second- 
ary education in our large towns. | do 





613 





not b 
you ( 
educa 

That 

day, © 
or the 
larger 
my Ti 
dresse 
contin 
autho: 
techni 
be sch 
educat 
promi: 
their 

Simila 
tricts 

school 
be al 
whole 

the 
the t 
What 

every 

be a 

requir 
author 
body, 

where 
minor 
ought 

with t 
would 
hoc ele 
no aut 
payers 
The gi 
Is to 

of son 
see th 
school 
forwar 
that « 
existin 
Parlia 
Bear it 
are ve 
the ¢ 
them 

come 

deeper 
county 
unless 
like th 
smalle1 
even, 
you m 








ex” 
use 
nty 

of 
rds 
ind 
ese 
elp 


ese 


in 
ese 
int 
em 
Ty 
ies, 
are 
ich 
the 
nd 
all 
the 
the 
hat 
ire, 
nd 
the 
1ed 

ot 
‘he 
ig. 
ity 
he 
me 
im 
be 
ill, 
le. 
she 
ry, 
ly, 
nd 
ity 
Ty 
eat 
dle. 
unt 
sil] 
yas 
an 
uid 
led 
cil 
he 


ore 
‘ell 
1d- 








613 Education 


not believe the day has yet arrived when 
you can possibly concentrate all the 
educational authority in one hand. 
That may come, but it is not coming to- 
day, nor to-morrow. The county council 
or the county borough, or possibly those 
larger municipal authorities to which 
my right hon. friend who has just ad- 
dressed the House has alluded, will 
continue for many years longer the 
authority for secondary education and 
technical instruction, and there will 
be school boards dealing with elementary 
education and passing all the most 
promising pupils of the schools under 
their control to the higher schools. 
Similarly I say that in the country dis- 
triets you cannot possibly put all the 
schools under one authority. It would 
be absolutely impossible to put the 
whole of the schools of a county under 
the control of the county council or 
the technical instruction committee. 
What you can do is to require that in 
every county in England there shall 
be a county authority, and you can 
require also a smaller authority. That 
authority in most places must be some 
hody, either the existing school board, 
where there are school boards, or other 
minor authority, which in my opinion 
ought to be endowed by Act of Parliament 
with the power of the school board. | 
would infinitely prefer to have an ad 
hoc election to-morrow rather than have 
no authority representative of the rate- 
payers, which is the present position. 
The great need of our country districts 
is to have a representative authority 
of some kind. Personally, I hope to 
see the day when places which desire 
school hoards may have them. I look 
forward to the day when in those places 
that do not desire school boards the 
existing local authority shall by Act of 
Parliament be the educational authority. 
Bear in mind that many of those places 
are very poor, and the great use that 
the county authority could be to 
them is to strengthen the weak and 
come to their help with the 
deeper and longer purse which the 
county council controls. I believe, 
unless you have some large authority 
like the county council backing up the 
smaller school boards and, in some cases 
even, by the parish councils, to which 
you might give the authority of school 
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boards. You will always go on suffering 
from the great difficulty of the country 
districts—namely, the difficulty of finding 
a proper staff and paying it properly. I 
venture to say that if the county council 
of which I have the honour to be chair- 
man, was given by any Act of Parliament 
next year the controlling authority in 
many other matters of local admini- 
stration, I will undertake that in five 
years | will put a new face on the educa- 
tion of the county, because the county 
council would be able, as it is regard to 
roads and sanitation and the housing 
of the working classes, to come to the 
rescue of these poor suffering places in 
remote districts where there are strug- 
gling school boards and very often 
struggling voluntary school managers, 
who are anxious to do their duty but too 
poor to do it. I am in the immediate 
neighbourhood of a small school board, 
and I know the struggles of school 
boards. I know the case of a school 
board which has been engaged in a parish 
inhabited by only 300 people, where a 1d. 
rate produces perhaps £2 or something 
of that kind. I know the efforts those 
poor people have been making to improve 
the education of their parish, and how 
often I have wished that it was in my 
power to go to the county council and 
ask them to give support to the efforts 
of that struggling parish in the way of 
education in the same way as regards 
roads and sanitation. I look forward 
to a state of things in all our large towns 
when we shall have the town council as 
the authority for secondary education, 
acting through a committee or not; 
and in regard to primary education we 
shall have a school board, while as regards 
the rural area we shall have a representa- 
tive authority elected ad hoc. Behind 
these smaller, and often poor, districts 
we should have the county council with 
its greater powers, and as I believe with 
its greater experience and good will to 
support all these poor and struggling 
places. I could wish that in the con- 
cluding months of this year we would 
emulate the noble educational enthusiasm 
which there was as far back as the winter 
of 1869-70 in regard to primary educa- 
tion. There were enormous differences 
of opinion—differences quite as great as 
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| those that separate us now, and, in my 
opinion, far greater—but everyone was 
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determined in 1869-70 that 1870 should | Member for the Cricklade Division over 
not close without a great educational | the wide field which he traversed, for 
measure being placed on the Statute |it seemed to me that his speech was 


Education 


Book. There were also great struggles in | 


that year of Mr. Foster’s great measure. 
My two right hon. friends near me and 
others were very severe critics of that 
measure because we thought it did not go 
far enough; others thought it went a 
great deal too far. 


to form a great body of educational 
public opinion, as distinct from political 
opinion, and make up our minds that 
next year shall not close without a great 
measure for a system of secondary educa- 
tion being placed on the Statute-book. 
I wish my right hon. friend the Vice- 
President would gird up his loins and 
take the course I suggest, but I do not 


conceal from myself that his utterances | 
are most discouraging, even to his most | 


enthusiastic admirers. What could pos- 
sibly be more unfortunate than that 
this tiny little Bill, which could have 
been introduced in a speech of five 


minutes, should have been made the| 


occasion of a violent attack and com- 
mentary on the conduct of the school 
boards. I venture to say that nothing 
more inopportune could be imagined. 
What could be more unfortunate than 
when an important deputation waited 
on the Government eighteen months ago 


on the question of the London School | 


Board. He should say that if they 
expected any legislation he could say 
that they were very much mistaken. 
He said,he had listened to their argu 


ments, and it was the old story that he | 


would mention them to the Lord Presi- 
dent. I suppose he has mentioned them 
to the Lord President, but nothing has 
come of them. Let us hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman will make up his 


project and bring his friends up to the 
point, so that next year we may have a 
measure of which we may be as proud 
as we were of the measure of 1870. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
I do not desire to detain the House at | 
any length, but I should like to say 
a few words as this is the last opportunity 
we shall have of considering this Bill. 
I shall not follow the noble Lord the 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 


We should make up | 
our minds that in the coming winter | 
we should act in a similar spirit and try | 


mainly directed not to this Bill, which we 
are now reading the third time, but toa 
future Bill, or rather a Bill which existed 
in his imagination, and on the imperfec- 
| tions of which he grew very eloquent. 
I will not comment on the earlier speeches 
to which we listened, beyond saying that 
it seems to me a little hard on hon. 
Members on one side or the other should 
revile the Government for the number of 
Education Bills which they have failed to 
pass. After all, Bills do not fail to pass 
of themselves. I congratulate the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire on 
thinking that we have reached a point 
of political reflection, and that we can 
realise how valuable a body the House of 
Lords is now. The discussion on this 
Bill has revealed the minds of what may 
compendiously be called educationists 
in an interesting way. I do not believe, 
in spite of all that we have heard, that 
| enthusiasm for the school boards in every 
case is the main opinion, or that even 
on the other side it is the very general 
opinion. I believe there is a great deal 
of the desire for reform which cannot 
be identified with the school board. I 
perceive that what a considerable num- 
ber of educationists who think our 
system of education is a disgrace to the 
country really wish to alter is the Vice- 
President’s sense of humour. ‘There is 
another class of educationists who have 
an altogether idyllic view of the functions 
of Governments and Parliaments with 
reference to education. They think 
that a Government with boundless time, 
unlimited goodwill, and the assistance 
of an Opposition only less devoted to 
education than themselves, might easily 
pass any Bill, however large, dealing with 


‘ , 2 ‘this thorny and delicate subject, and 
mind to rise to the height of this great | 


that all that is wanted is a little enthu- 
siasm. 

I do not agree with the criticisms 
of my hon. friend the Member for North 
West Ham with regard to University 


_representation, but I cannot help noticing 
‘that the idyllic point of view was very 


prominent in the attitude of the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Oxford Univer- 
sity. Two or three years ago he was 
angry with some oi us for not accepting’ 
the assurance of the Government that 
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we should have a comprehensive scheme | of the country. It will produce no 
of secondary education. I am unable to! sweetness and light, but hate and 
assent to the opinion which my hon. | bitterness. It will for ever be coming 
friend expressed that the Cockerton | up against obstacles of one kind or 
judgment was a great disaster. Educa- | another until this is solved. If we could 
tional reformers seem to be convinced!come to such an agreement things 
that the Cockerton judgment was a would change as by the waving of a 
great disaster, and that but for it educa- | fairy’s wand, and we would not only 
tional progress would have been very have an educational reform next year, 
much more rapid. I believe that to be | but one which would be a lasting settle- 
a profound mistake. I deny that the| ment of the education question. The 
Cockerton judgment was the result of a Cockerton judgment, although not the re- 
derical conspiracy. The Cockerton judg- sult of a clerical conspiracy, and although 
ment was the result of a protest made in ministering powerfully to the success of 
the law courts by some ratepayers who | the prospects of educational reform, is 
appeared to the auditor. When I had only one step. It only does a little, and 
the honour to join the Committee for | if the Government had not taken the 
the defence of the Cockerton judgment I} course they have done, and brought in 
did not find anyonewho at allsympathised | another Bill of another character, that 
with the point of view I hold, and which | one step would have been taken. Next 
Ihave always avowed with a candour | year we will be able to discuss education 
quite inappropriate to the reputed/in an atmosphere in which we have 
character of a conspirator. I have! never been able to discuss it before, 
never concealed my view that religious | because by the Cockerton judgment, 
education is the much more important | left undisturbed by the present Bill, 
part of education. I confess that I we have got rid of the opportunity for 
do not very well understand how it | out-and-out friends of the school boards 
comes that persons who sincerely accept to capture secondary education. The 
the truth of religion and who are not | Cockerton judgment will make it neces- 
confined in a lunatie asylum are able de- | sary to proceed to an educational settle- 
liberately to prefer a secular to a religious ment, and the school board chance of 
school. It is when I consider that there | ‘apturing secondary education is gone. 
are such people that I realise how wide | For the first time we will discuss a Bill 
and comprehensive the limits of sanity | for an educational settlement on fair 
are. Suppose the Cockerton judgment | terms, and if it is wrecked by obstructive 
was the result of a clerical conspiracy, | tactics the cause of education will suffer. 
are hon. Members opposite not able to| J am glad that in every speech in this 
see that those Churchmen who are debate the strongest desire has been 
interested in education are their natural , expressed that the Government should 
allies? There are none who are more proceed on the path of educational 
discontented with the present system | progress. If they will do so, and treat 
of education than those interested in | the religious convictions of what are,after 
religious education. We may be sure | all, the great majority of the people 
that in future there will be sharp! with proper respect, I am satisfied that 
differences of opinion, but at this moment |g Bill can be, and will be, passed next 
we are expediting reform of some kind, | year which will be an honour to them 
and in pushing the present reform the | and 2 source of utility and wealth to the 
friends of religious education are the | eountry. 

best allies we can possibly have. If it j 
was a conspiracy, they are foolish indeed Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
not to see that it was an event of the (Stirling Burghs): I can assure the 
best kind for educational reform. Until noble Lord that among those who differ 
hon. Members on both sides of the House | ¢rgm him toto celo on almost all public 
made up their minds to frankly and | questions, sacred and secular—and | 
loyally accept the principle that children | must ask him to include me in that 
ought to be brought up in the religious category—there is but one feeling of 
belief of their parents, there will never | recognition and admiration for the 
be progress in the educational system | manner in which he addresses the House, 


VOL. XCVIII. [Fourtu Series.] lz 











619 Education 


and not only on account of the ability he 
displays, but on account of the perfect 
and extreme frankness and 
with which he states his opinion. Some- 
one has been calling the noble Lord a 


conspirator. Those who are in this 


House and who know him must be well | 


aware that that is not his character, 


however much he may be involved with | 


those who are conspirators. There is 
another propensity which 
noble Lord perhaps the most interesting 
feature of allin adebate of this sort. It 
is a puzzle to me, watching these debates, 
to discover what 
sudden zeal of the Government to snub, 
and curb, and generally circumscribe and, 
if possible, to extinguish the school-board 
system in this country. The zeal is very 
sudden, because we have not seen traces 
of it in previous years; and we look 
about to see whence it arises. It cannot 
arise from the Vice-President, 
in the course of his somewhat incompre- 


hensible and erratic career as our Eduea- 
moving 


tion Minister his motive, his 
power seems to be a sort of ge nial, scep- 


tical cynicism, which would not lead him | 


We 


to be enthusiastic about anything. 


naturally pass from him to the noble | 


No 


Lord the President of the Council. 
one would associate either 
or zeal with him. 
the First Lord of the Treasury, who may 
be the source of inspiration, 


First Lord is generally accepted as a) 


philosophic person, destitute of any | 
great fanaticism on this question or any | 
other. 

I am, driven to another | 
hypothesis. There is often a power 
behind the throne. We have known 
in history of a great cardinal who wielded | 
the power of a mighty monarch ; but it 
was known that after all it was not he in 
his gorgeous raiment who truly wielded 
the power, but a soberly clad ecclesiastic 
in his retinue. 
far to look for son Eminence Grise. 
Son E minence Grise sits below the gang- | 
way, and is Member for the borough of | 
Greenwich. The noble Lord does not | 
make any secret of his faith. His ideal | 
is a clerically-controlled system of educa- | 
tion, and he hopes, and makes a tender | 
and pleasing appeal to this House, that, 
in order to get rid of all the present dif- 
eulty and facilitate the passing of a cre 
Ser H, Campbell-Bannerman. 


therefore, 
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candour | 


makes the | 


is the cause of the} 


because | 


suddenness | 
Then there remains | 


but the | 


In this ease we have not | 
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measure, we should all accept his views, 
But there are a great many of us who are 
diametrically opposed to the fundamental 
| ideas of the noble Lord on this matter, 
There are many of us who think that 
‘there is one condition in a thoroughly 
sound system of national education, 
and that is that it should be under open, 
local, popular control from one end to the 
other. My noble friend the Member for 
Cricklade, who made an admirable speech 
a short time ago, and whose knowledge 
of this subject is great both in theory and 
| in practice, has pointed out that in 1876 
there was a great difference of opinion; 
| but, with all that, there had been the 
great possibility of a general agreemeit 
on this question. I wish there had been 
an agreement in favour of a universal 
system of direct popular control in these 
matters. I quite admit all that my noble 
friend has said, that we should make the 
best arrangement we can in the circum- 
| stances in which we now find ourselves. 
I quite admit we cannot expect a_per- 
fectly uniform system to be established ; 
| but we wish a co-ordinate and well- 
arranged system where at present over- 
lapping and confusion exist, although it 
may not be uniform in every part of the 
country. Of one thing I may assure the 
noble Lord—that the large mass of his 
fellow-countrymen who are represented 
on this side of the House will insist that, 
whatever be the form or whatever the 
outward shape which it takes, the control 
|of education must be directly in the 
hands of the people; and it is beeause— 
| I speak for myself—I see in these Bills, 
the Bill that is deceased, and in this Bill, a 
‘tendency to depart from that principle 
'that I give this Bill my most earnest 
opposition. 


| THe FIRST LORD oF tHe TREA- 
|SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
| chester, E.): I do not rise to continue 
this debate, but to invite the House 
|'tocome toa conclusion. Iam the more 
| disposed to do this because it is mani- 
fest to everyone who has listened to the 
| last two speeches, at all events the last 
| that they have nothing whatever to do 
|with the Bill which we now ask to be 
|read a third time. The speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman may have had 
some remote connection with the Bill 
introduced to the House earlier in the 
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from suggesting that there should be 
a bare imitation of the Scotch system 
in England. I will not pursue this 
subject further, for I find | am falling 
into the error of discussing schemes, 
and therefore I bring my observations 
to a close by an appeal] to the House to 
now proceed to a vote. 





session. It has no direct connection 
with the Bill now before the House or 
relation to the Bill not yet in being. 
Everybody admits, I think, that that 
speech had only the most distant con- 
nection with the temporary measure 
the House is going to read a third time. 
[am not going to plunge into contro- 
versy with the right hon. Gentleman 
in respect of his observation that, while 
my noble friend pleaded for religious 
education in primary schools, the right 
hon. Gentleman is pleading for popular 
control. These are two quite different 
things, which are not before the House 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): 1 
will not detain the House five minutes, 
but I wish to say a few words before we 
divide. The constituency which J repre- 
‘sent is entirely opposed to this Bill. 
| They believe that it strikes a severe 
and which have nothing to do with | and fatal blow at the entire education 
each other. Whether the right hon. of the working people of that con- 
Gentleman rushes at my noble friend | stituency. All the public bodies are 
as if he had preached some doctrine | against, and they have no confidence 
or heresy which he represents, I do not | in, His Majesty's Government so far 
know. The right hon. Gentleman repre- | as their education policy is concerned. 
sents a constituency and comes from a| The more the Government have inter- 
country, as I also come from a country, | fered with education, the lower down 
in which education is under popular) have they gone in our opinion. The 
control. It is not only religious edu-| noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
cation, but it is dogmatic education. | would go back to the monastic system 
It knows nothing of these strange com- | and of all things subordinated to priest- 
promises which are the subject of debate craft. Our progressive educationists 
in the school boards in this country. are not in favour of that, because they 
Frankly, under popular control in Scot- | believe that it will strike a vital blow 
land there is taught the shorter Cate- at our popular system of education. 





chism in a great majority of the schools,|I have over and over again, by 
the Anglican Catechism is taught in| petition, letter, and resolution, been 


other schools, and Roman Catholic 
theology in still other schools. That 
isto say, that the teaching of dogmatic 
theology is not incompatible with popular 
control. I do not at all say that such 


urged by all the public bodies in Leicester 
to oppose this Bill by speech and vote 
on every possible occasion, and I cannot 
allow the division to take place without 
entering my protest against the Bill 
a system can be transplanted to Eng-| on behalf of the great industrial, enter- 
land. Unfortunately, almost everything | prising, and skilled community which 
in Scotland is better than everything | I represent. 

in England, but we Scotsmen who, 
represent constituencies in England have 
found it extremely difficult to induce | 
the English people to see it and to adopt| The House divided :—Ayes, 200 ; Noes, 
our “system. [Laughter.] I am _ far) 142. (Division List No. 375.) 


Question put. 


AYES 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. } Bartley, George C. T. Butcher, John George 





Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arroll, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 








Beach,RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beach,Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 


Z2 





Campbell,Rt HnJ. A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, VCW.(Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.( Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
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Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chath’m 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jobn P. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, SirEdwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edwd. Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edwd. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gibvs, Hn AGH(City of Lond. 
Godson, Sir Augus. Frederick 
Gordon, HnJ E(Elginand Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hn.GRCOrmsby- (Salop 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. KobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginhbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampst’d 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hope,J. F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 
Asquith,RtHn. HerbertHenry 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 
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| Hudson, George Bickersteth 

| Hughes, Colonel Edwin 

| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Johnston, William (Belfast) 

| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH | 
| Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T. (Denbigh | 


| Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop | 


| Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 

| Law, Andrew Bonar 

| Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham 

| Long, RtHn Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | 


Majendie, James A. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. escrgy so 
Moon, Edward Robt. Pac 
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Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Remnant,James Farquharson; 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Sackville,Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand)}) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taibot, Lord E. (Chichester); 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
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| Valentia, Viscount 


More, aor Shropshire | 


Morgan, David J.(Walthamst. 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Kobert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 


NOES. 


, Buxton, Sydney Charles 
| Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

| Cameron, Robert 


Vincent,ColSirC EH (Sheffield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-u.-Lyne}, 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 


_ Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 


| 


| Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 


| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

; Channing, Francis Allston 

| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

| Crombie, John William 

| Cullinan, J. 


, Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—- 
Sir William Walrond ands 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, CharlesM.(Lanark)' 
Dutty, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith» 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 


| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


| Delany, William 


| Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ° 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter(DerbyCo.}, 
Fuller, J. M. F. 








Holl 
Hor 


.Joic 
Jone 
Jord 
Joye 
Kay: 
Kin] 
Lab« 
Lan 
Layl 
Lear 
Lees 
Lous 
Lune 
Mac] 
Maer 
Mac? 


M'De 


M 
Bi 


Mo 
sede! bY: 
be gr 
‘the si 
whicl 
durin 
of M 
Exper 
of the 
‘there 
Aid.”’ 


SIR 


cussin 
short, 


Memt 








624 


irson : 
er 


mson 
kney 


ford. 
ouse) 
2, W. 
ee 


ks.) 
rand)’ 


gart 
M. 


dley 
ster) ; 


MI. 


field} 
ter) 
tts. ) 
Lyne). 
rnon 
at) 
ald 


R.) 


orks.}» 


(Bath 
tuart- 


orge 


YES—- 


| ands 


ark)’ 


‘Leith» 


und 


er 
yy Co.) 





$25 Supply—Civil 
Azilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
‘Griffith, Ellis J. 

-Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, ‘John Patrick 

Hay ne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D, 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
.Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvons h.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kay- neg ne Heap RtHnSirU 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese ,SirJ osephF. (Accrington | 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
_M‘Dermott, Patrick 





| O’Brien, James F. X. Abe Jork) 


| O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | 
; O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8. ) 
O’Dowd, John 


| Price, Robert John 


| Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 


{30 Juty 1901} 


M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J 

Morton, Edw. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col.JohnP. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry, Mid 
O’ Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease, J gt (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, C. E. (Stafford) 


| 
| 
| 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, H. C.(North’mbTynesd. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthy yr) 
Trev elyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,$) 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


| White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 


WwW hiteley ,George( York, W.R.) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
WwW illiams,Osmond(Merioneth) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 





Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passes. 


| Committee, I think I shall be consulting 
| the general convenience of the Committee 
‘if I abstain from making any lengthy 


' statement on the general education policy 


SUPPLY. - 


Considered in Committee. 


| of the Government, and content myself 
| with some short observations on the 


Minute of 3rd July, which, I understand, 


| will form the first and principal subject 


(In the Committee.) 


\iMr. Stuart WortLEy (Sheffield, Hallam) 
in the Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2. 


Crass IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 

“That a sum, not exceeding £5,647,716, | | 
te granted to His Majesty, to complete | 
‘the sum necessary to defray the Charge | 
which will come in course of payment | 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 
of March, 1902, for the Salaries and | 
Expenses of the Board of Education, and | 
of the various Establishments connected | 
therewith including sundry Grants-in- 


Aid.” 


Sir J. GORST: As the time for dis- | 


cussing the Education Estimates is very | 


short, and there are a great many 
Members who would like to address the | 





of discussion this evening. I should like 
to tell the Committee that the Board 
of Education were anxious about the 
evening continuation schools and other 
evening schools long before the Cocker- 
ton judgment, and T have several times 
in the Committee, and frequently out of 
| doors, called the attention of Parliament 
and of the country to the great confusion 
which exists in regard to our evening 
schools. There were two departments 
which were giving grants on different 
| principles and of different amounts for 
subjects taught in evening schools fre- 
quently overlapping each other. There 
were schools receiving, some a grant 


from the Education Department, some a 
| grant from the Science and Art Depart- 
| ment, and many grants from both. 


The 
schools were conducted, some by volun- 
tary committees, some by school boards, 
-and some by technical instruction com- 
mittees, under the Technical Instruction 














627 Supply—Cwil {COMMONS} Service Estimates. 628 


Acts, frequently competing with each} May I now quote the language of a 
other. and lowering the fees, and also, | gentleman who does engage in educa- 
what was worse than that, the standard | tional contests. The hon. Member for 
of education, in order to attract scholars | North Camberwell, in a speech he made 
in the competition. The Board of Educa-| on the London School Board two years 
tion had considerable doubts and mis- | ago, said— 

givings as to the educational result which | « The present policy of the Board in relation 
was produced by this chaotic system, | to evening schools was characterised by a reck- 


and the indignation which was expressed | lessness that would be bound to retard the 
movement in the long run. Evening schools 


at a speech which | made a short time ago yor, opened too wantonly and kept open even 
was most surprising, because what I said after the attendance had dwindled to grotesque 
was merely an echo, a feeble echo, of proportions. The report showed an extrava- 


statements which had been made by age — 9 oo gt to at oe 
Bt Paps Eggs AOR : .. | Into consideration, but the report came down 
educationists whose character was far only to July, 1898.” 


above reproach. I will give the Com- 

mittee an example. The hon. Member then observed that 
At the time when I made my speech next year’s report would show a much 

there appeared an article in the Monthly more alarming state of things, and 

Review which must have been written continued— 

long before my speech was delivered, in « From the present report it appeared there 

which a gentleman whose name is un- were ordinary night schools, with an average 


known in our political contests ap- eaguee of mga 8 age gee —. ten, 
ee? ere ntipale eleven, and soon. Asto the special classes, 
proached the subject from an entirely for cookery he found twenty-one classes with 


educational point of view. In a philo- an average attendance of seven girls each, 
sophical article, which 1 commend to the three with an average attendance of six, two 


reading of Members of this House, he with an average attendance of five, two with 
. : . ‘ an average attendance of four, and one with 

sec ying expressions. Speak- od : 4 

used the following expressions. Speak an average attendance of three. In laundry 


ing of evening classes, he said— work the report showed eleven classes with an 
“There cannot beany doubtasto the elemen average of seven pupils each, six with six pupils 
tary character of the work done under the each, two with five each, and two with three 
present system, and it would be no exaggera- each. In the woodwork section he found 
tion to describe it as one that has produced a Sixteen classes of nine each in average attend- 
perfect army of smatterers, each of whom ance, eleven of eight each, eleven of seven 
knows a very little of many things, but not each, ten of six each, one of four, and one of 
much of any one.” three pupils. In science and art subjects the 
Just fancy, if I had used such language siege ee cppnaaliaoacitinaadiiaas 
as that in regard to evening schools! Then on a later occasion the hon. Mem- 
What I said was nothing compared with ber made a speech in which he quoted 
that. The author of this article goes on from more recent statistics exactly 
to say— to the same effect. I could quote from 
« Is this system one which can be held to be the language of the inspectors of the 
of any value in enabling us to withstand the Board of Education numberless passages 
strain of foreign competition? The answer is to the same effect. I will quote only 
most completely ‘ No.” one as an example. This is from the 
I will take another instance. These North-West of England—Rochdale. In 
instances could be multiplied almost in- this case the writer said that much 
definitely. The report made by Mr. F. credit was due to the managers for their 
Brocklehurst, a gentleman who does not | hergy in organising and visiting these 
engage in educational controversies, on Schools, but that on the whole the results 
technical instruction to the Manchester | @ttained were far from equal to the 
City Council, and published by that efforts made. The great difficulty was, 
council, is another document which [| he said, the indifference of many of the 
strongly commend to the reading of those Pupils. They had no desire to learn, 
who would like to approach this subject but merely came to pass away an evening 
from an educational point of view. Mr. { with their friends, and considered that 
Brocklehurst says— yg they were laying both managers and 
“It is useless for us to point to our evening | teachers under an_ obligation by s0 
classes. In the majority of instances they in- | doing. Regularity of attendance had to 
volve a waste of public money.” ' be secured by a system of bribes in the: 


Sir J. Gorst. 
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shape of book prizes or the return of 
fees, and in spite of all this the numbers 
fell off very much after Christmas. 
There was, too, a disinclination to do the 
home-work which was necessary for any 
real progress. In most of those subjects, 
the writer urged, it would be much more 
satisfactory if prizes were given for 
genuine progress, and not simply for 
attendance. 


Supply—-Civil 


That is the language which was used 
in regard to Rochdale. When the 
attention of the Lord President was 
called to the danger in which evening 
schools were placed, I took the oppor- 
tunity of consulting a very large number 
of inspectors. The statements made to 
me by the inspectors of the Board of 
Education whom I saw and _ cross- 
examined on the subject were the 
foundation for the statements I made in 
this House some little time ago which 
were recevied with so much indignation 
and surprise. That was the attitude, 
that was the line of the Board of Educa- 
tion, before the Cockerton judgment was 
given. The Board therefore considered 
that some step ought to be taken for 
the improvement of these evening 
schools. Then came the Cockerton judg- 
ment, and that practically decided that 
those evening continuation schools which 
had been carried on under the Board | 
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under which these grants must be given 
should be made as simple as _ possible. 
Thirdly, the principle under which 
grants should be distributed should be 
such as to encourage real work in these 
schools. They should be given for real 
instruction, real educational work, and 
every effort should be made to encourage 
regularity of attendance. Well now, 
the result of this instruction was the 
minute which has been laid on the table 
of the House. 


Of course, I do not want for one single 
moment to minimise the responsibility 
either of my noble friend the Lord 
President or myself for this Minute. 
We read and considered carefully every 
word of every provision of this Minute, 
and we are in every respect responsible 
to the House and the country for it. 
But neither my noble friend nor I 
would like to take an undue amount of 
credit for the production of this Minute. 
Because I feel quite sure that when the 
passions of the present moment have 
passed away this Minute will be looked 
upon as the first step in a great educa- 
tional reform, and I should be very sorry 
that an undue amount of this credit 
should be put down to the parliamentary 
officials, and that the House should 
not recognise that the real merit of 
such an arrangement belongs to the 


of Education as public elementary schools scientific and expert knowledge and the 


were not really public elementary schools 
at all, and could not any longer be carried 
on as public elementary schools. It 
became absolutely necessary that some 
steps should be taken to put out from 
the Board of Education a Minute making 
our grants conformable to the law as 
declared, otherwise we should have been 
but flouting the courts of justice and 
inviting breaches of the law by promises 
of grants to these schools. The framing 
of this new Minute was entrusted to 
the permanent technical advisers of the 
Board of Education, who know nothing 
of politics, nothing of agitation in the 
country, and approach the question from 
the most pure educational point of view. 
The principles on which they were to 
act were these. First of all, instead of 
there being two separate grants from 
the Board of Education, there should 
be one single grant. Every school should 


have one single grant from the Board 
Then the regulations 


of Education. 


wisdom and experience of the Board of 
Education. 


With regard to the grants which are 
given under this Minute, they are not less 
than heretofore. The calculations of 
the grants were, of course, made by 
experts. They had to satisfy the Trea- 
sury that we are not running into any 
great extravagance, and the basis upon 
which the grants were made was that 
the sum expended by the Government 
upon evening schools education should 
be as nearly as possible under the new 
system the same as under the old. It is 
quite true that the new system greatly 
favours schools which do real work, and 
greatly favours schools in which the 
attendance of the scholars is regular. 
Where there are reactionary evening 
schools which do little work, and where 
the scholars look in now and then and 
attend the schools in a desultory and 


irregular fashion, those school: will, no 
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doubt, lose under the Minute unless they 
can contrive to induce their scholars 
to gdo more real work or induce | 
them to attend more regularly. Here I | 
really should like to defend myself—I | 
seldom trouble the Committee by defend- | 
ing myself—against the charge that I 
am opposed to dancing. I am_ not 
opposed to dancing. I look upon dancing 
and other physical exercises as most 
excellent for the children either of town 
or country. There is nothing, I think, | 
which is more important and more 
desirable than that the young people 
should be amused, and should have 
recreation as well as study. But why 
should that recreation be paid for out of 
the Consolidated Fund? These things | 
do not cost anything. Dancing does not | 
cost the managers of a school a large sum 

of money. All you want is a piano and | 
a young lady to play it, and they can 

dance to their hearts’ content. The only | 
objection I ever made—that the Govern- 

ment ever made—was that these recrea- 

tive pursuits, which are not costly, which 

the young people can really organise for 

themselves—{Cries of ‘‘ Agreed” from 

the Opposition]—I have been abused up 

and down the country for what I have 

said on this matter—all these things 

should be carried on, and the young. 
people and the teachers should be. 
encouraged to organise them; but it 

should not be at the cost of the Consoli- 

dated Fund, which ought to be reserved | 
for more serious work. We make this 
proposal, and it is received with most 
vehement opposition. I have had great 
experience in educational reform in the 
last six years, but every attempt which 
has been made to reform schools has met 
with opposition, because there grow up 
round existing systems, good or bad, 
vested interests which very much dislike 
being disturbed. When you disturb 
these vested interests some schools will 
benefit—will get more grants out of the 
Exchequer—and other schools will get 
less. But those schools which will get 
more iw not say anything, although every 
school manager who gets less complains, 
and, as Meredith says, ‘‘ They bang mis- 
fortune like a drum whereon to batter 
loud complaints * “4 


Supply—Civil 





Tt is not neccessary that 1| snouid call 
the attention of the Committee to the 
method by which this opposition to the 


Sir J. Gorst. 
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Minute has been carried on, because 
those who are philosophic and regard 
these things with experience will judge 
from the kind of opposition that the 
Minute must be a very excellent one. 
Those who are opposed to it have called 
names, very bad names, very opprobrious 
names ; they have ascribed very bad 
motives ; I think they have stated that 
the Duke of Devonshire and myself are 
animated by a desire to keep the people 
in ignorance. It is preposterous to say 
that of the Duke of Devonshire, whose 
fidelity to Liberal principles is acknow- 


ledged by every person in this country, 
and of my humble self, who have always 


postponed political advancement to my 
attachment to democratic principles. 
The third method by which this Minute 
has been opposed has been by an agitation 
which was begun before the Minute was 
read or understood by the teachers, and 
it has been carried on by a number of 
misrepresentations as to the facts which 
compel me to attribute defective per- 
spicacity to the critics. I saw the state- 
ment made by the Association of School 
Boards, I think the day after thegMinute 
appeared, that under it every single 
evening school would be cut in two, and 
that there would have to be a separate 
school for those above fifteen and a 
separate school for those below fifteen. I 
will just give the Committee one example 
of the way in which this agitation is 
varried on. It was stated in the early 
stages that ambulance and home training 
It has been 
found out since that that was a mistake, 
and we have not heard so much about it 
lately. But at first it was stated, and in 
consequence of that statement—and this 
shows how public opinion is manufac- 
tured—a circular was addressed by the 
London School Board to every one of the 
teachers of ambulance and home nursing 
whom they employed, a number of very 
prominent and able medical gentlemen. 
One of these circulars fell into my hands, 
and I will read it to the Committee— 


“July 10. Dear Sir,—The Minute of the 
Board of Education which is issued omits from 
the new Code the subjects of ambulance and 
home nursing. This means that no grant can 
be paid for these classes. The question ‘s to 
be raised almost immediately in the House of 
Commons, and I am writing you on behalf of 
the chairman of the Evening Continuation 
Schools Committee to ask you to be good 
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enough at once to write to the M.P. for your 
constituency, or any other constituency, 
pointing out to them how these classes are pro- 
ductive of much good, and that they ought to 
be continued. It is immaterial whether the 
member is Conservative or Liberal. If this is 
done by the whole of our staff, and done at 
once, there is ground to hope that these classes 
may be continued. Please do not delay, for 
the matter is most urgent. I shall be glad to 
know the names of the members written to. I 
enclose post-card. Please say to whom you 
have written, and kindly sign your name.” 


Supply—Civil 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
Who sent that ? 


Sir J. GORST: I will not give the 
name. I dare say the hon. Member 
knows who sent it as well as I do. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I do not know 
who sent it; but I would like to ask, on 
behalf of the Board, who it was. 


Sir J. GORST : 


Board for London,”’ 


It is headed ‘‘ School 
and it says,as I read— 
“T am writing to you on behalf of the chair- 


man of the Evening Continuation Schools 
Committee” — 


and the gentleman who writes it is a mem- 
ber of the London School Board. I 
quote that as a specimen to show hon. 


Members how little they can pos gored 


on the kind of agitation ‘that is got up| 
by means of circulars of this sort, al-| 
though nobody will say now that under 
the Minute ambulance and home nursing 
are forbidden. It has been found out 
that they are not. [A RapICAL MEMBER : 
How ?] The Minute says any other 
subject approved by the Board of Educa- 
tion. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: They were men- 
tioned in the old Code. 


Sir J. GORST: Yes, but that is not 
the question. The circular says there will 
be no grant for them. It has been 


found out that there will be a grant, 


and they built up the agitation on this 
particular point. When they have once 
started it, it is like a snowball, you cannot 


Stop it, and to this very day a number of 


members of this House come to me in 
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the lobby and produce this circular and 
say, “ Is it true that you stop ambulance 
and home nursing?’’ And I have to 
tell an immense number of hon. Members, 
it does not matter whether the member 
is Conservative or Liberal, that the state- 
ment is purely inaccurate, and that 
there is nothing to prevent such subjects 
being included in the curriculum of the 
evening schools. In fact I may say 
that there are evening schools in which 
these subjects have been already included. 


Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): 
Why not insert them in the Minute and 
make it clear ? 


Str J. GORST: That is exactly my 
point. We omitted them because we 
wanted to make this Minute as short 
and plain as possible, to indicate the kind 
of subjects which the classes may teach 
and leave to them the selection. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : 


these dropped out ! 


Why 


were 


Sir J. GORST: As I say, for brevity 
and clearness I will give an illustration. 
I believe there is another subject dropped 
out which is taken in country evening 
schools—basket-making. I venture to 
say there is a very large number of 
country schools in which basket-making 
is taught. By giving a long list of sub- 
jects you run the risk of misconceptions ; 
it is much better to use general terms. 
But in the philosophical article which 
I commended to the attention of the 
Committee there is one other passage 
I should like to read, because it exactly 
expresses the policy the Government 
are going to pursue. This is written 
in respect of the Bill which we read a 
third time a few minutes ago, but it 
applies equally to the Minute. It is in 
the Monthly Review. This gentleman 
says— 

“The Government Bill has naturally met 
with a bad reception from those interested in 
the maintenance of things as they are. The 
smaller local authorities and the large army of 
elementary science teachers are its sworn 
enemies, and they are organising a vigorous 


opposition to the measure. The school boards 
also feel themselves slighted by the new 
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measure, and are angrily protesting against its | 


provisions. It is to be hoped that the Govern- 
ment will not be misled by the noisiness of these 
sections of the general public.” 


I have made the few observations which I 
think I was entitled to make upon this 
Mintite because so much has been said 
against it, and there has been no oppor- 
tunity yet to say anything in its favour. 
I now say there is not a single argument 
advanced against it. Names have been 
called, motives have been attributed, 
und misstatements have been circulated, 
but I have not seen a single real argument 
against this Minute, or anything to show 
that it would not operate, in any sense 
in which it was intended to operate, as a 
great reform in regard to the evening 
schools. But if any hon. Member in 
the course of the discussion can raise 
any points which are deserving of the 
consideration of the Committee, I am 
quite prepared to answer anything that 
is said that is not in its favour. 


*Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax), in moving 
the reduction of the Vote by the 
sum of £200 in respect to the salary 
of the Vice-President, expressed his 
regret that this was the only mode 
of raising a discussion upon this 
education Minute. He thought it a most 
disagreeable method to have to move a 
reduction of any hon. Gentleman’s 
salary in order to get an expression of 
opinion in a matter of this kind. Before 
he explained the position of this Minute as 
he viewed it, he must revert to the speech 
just delivered. He had hoped that for 
once they might have had a sober discus- 
sion of the subject, and might have had 
done with the flippant way of bringing 
forward isolated cases and condemning a 
whole series of schools because those 
isolated extremes exist. The right hon. 
Gentleman was claiming for himself a 
position from posterity. He had appealed 
to the House to place him upon a monu- 
ment, and stated that he had sacrificed his 
political advancement to his principles, 
and even, it might be said, had sacri- 
ficed education for the pleasure of his 
own jokes. The House had been driven to 
discuss this Minute in the last three days 
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had been afforded until the last days of 
its lying on the Table of the House. When 
he saw this Minute, and saw what a disas- 
trous blow it struck to the cause of the 
continuation schools, he believed it was 
an error—a huge mistake. He could not 
believe that, in its ordinary sense, it was 
possible that such a document had come 
from the Education Department. From 
that moment he set to work to do what he 
could to see if there was no hdpe of 


'modifying this Minute in some of its 


most disastrous effects. He entertained 
great hopes that that might be done: as 
late as last week he submitted to the right 
hon. Gentleman all the knowledge he had, 
and he hoped some way might be shown 
out of the difficulty in which the schools 
had been placed ; but he regretted to say 
that the answer, when it came, was hope- 
lessly unsatisfactory. The right hon. 
Gentleman said the only way by which 
the difficulty could be get over was by 
doing that which could not be done, 
namely, competing with the municipal 
technical schools. The right hon. Gentle- 
man invited them to contribute to the 
overlapping which he _ professed to 
deplore, and which for many years 
they had endeavoured to keep out of 
the educational system in our munici- 
palities. 

The history of evening schools in this 
country dated back to 1885. At that 
time a number of persons began to 
realise what an enormous amount 
primary education cost, and also that 
children were leaving the schools at the 
age of thirteen, twelve, or eleyen who 
were supposed to have completed their 
education. Many Members of this 
House were deeply impressed, not only 
with the educational waste that went on, 
but the serious evil done by the early 
termination of the education of these 
children. When figures were investi- 
gated it was found that, despite the excel- 
lent work which was being done over the 


country, not more than 5 per cent. of the 


children were carrying on their education 
in a feasible manner, and that there had 


| been a leakage and wastage of 95 per cent. 


of the work that had been done. It was 
to meet this terrible need that the idea 


; : : ; : 
before it would come into operation. It | of evening schools began, and they — 
was due in May, it was not laid until 3rd | menced their work upon an entirely new 
July, and no opportunity of discussing it | basis. Those persons who set about this 
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problem attacked in the only way in 
which it could be attacked ; they tried 
to put themselves into the place of those 
children they wished to gather into the 
schools—there was no compulsion, they 
realised the conditions under which these 
children lived and worked, in many cases 
ten hours a day, in the workshop and the 


Supply—Civil 


factory, and that when their work was. 
which he could not describe as anything 


over the only place for them was the 
street ; and they realised what the true 
method of education was, that it was 
not to try and cram so much knowledge 
into the head of a little child, but to 
develop the faculties and to draw out 
what talents might have been given to 
the child. They realised, therefore, that 
the education of the evening schools, if it 
was to draw out the talents of the child, 
must not consist so much of book work, 
but that it must appeal to the eye and 
the hand, to the senses of the child which 
had not yet been developed, and that in 
that way real education without cram- 
ming might be given. 

That was the ideal which these men 
and women set out to realise, and for 
eight years they struggled, from 1885 
to 1893, in the realisation of the ideal, 
and their success was great. Children 
did come in to the schools. First of all 
there were great difficulties, no doubt ; 
and there were now, no doubt, great diffi- 
culties in towns starting them for the 
first time. But where the work had been 
carried on for any length of time those 
difficulties had disappeared, with the 
help of the Government inspector, who 
has helped and advised and made these 
schools, after eight years, as good as pos- 
sible. Then came the happy year of 
1893, when the evening schools received 
their charter from the predecessor of the 
right hon. Gentleman, Mr. Arthur 
Acland, who produced that splendid 
Evening School Code which would ever 


remain a monument to him of a 
great work. One great thing was 
the adoption of that book, ‘‘ The 


Life and Duties of a Citizen,’’ for the 
evening schools, and another was the 
teaching of history and geography, sub- 
jects much neglected in the Department 
of the right hon. Gentleman, but neces- 
sary subjects if we were to bring up the 
children of our cities to take any interest 
in their lives and surroundings. The 


succeeding years from 1893 were years of | 
3) J 
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| splendid progress, the school attendance 


‘from 100,000 went up to 500,000, which 


showed that in every sense the suc- 
cess was becoming greater and greater, 
doing much to alleviate the conditions 
of life in the great busy centres of popula- 
tion ; and now there came, ei. ht years 
later, in 1901 an Education Minute trom 
the right hon. Gentleman’s Department 


else but a death blow to evening schools 
as conceived and promoted by Mr. Arthur 
Acland and the Department over which 
he pre-ided, and in which the right hon. 
Gentleman succeeded him. He did not 
suggest that all the evening schools 
would be closed under the Minute, but 
evening schools as distinguished trom 
science and art classes, if they continued 
to exist at all, would be in a poor, maimed, 
and truncated condition. He hoped the 
Committee would bear in mind the 
distinction he had drawn between evening 
schools properly se called and science 
and art classes. As a matter of fact, they 
appealed to a different class of students. 
In the science and art classes they had. 
the clever, studious child, able to take his. 
place in the technical schools and even- 
tually become a leader in that industrial 
world in which he will work ; but while 
they considered the leaders of the various. 
arts and crafts, were they to neglect the 
private soldiers of our industrial life ¢ 
Those were the people for whom he 
appealed—those were the persons so. 
sorely hit by the Minute of the right hon. 
Gentleman, which would take away from 
them what had been their delight for 
many years past. As for the offer to 
change these classes into science and art 
classes, they declined it altogether, because 
not more than 20 per cent. of the children 
were of the mental calibre to take advan- 
tage of these science and art classes. There 
was an admirable system for passing 
on trom the board school to the municipal 
continuation schools in his district. It 
was the practice there never to keep a 
child in the board school longer than 
was required to discover that he was. 
able to pass on to higher education. 
There were two good points in this 
Minute. The first was that there should 
be managers appointed to each evening 


school. That was very valuable, and it 


‘added to the efficiency of the schoob 


when a local committee, formed as far 
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as possible from parents of scholars attend- 
ing, managed the school. The second 
good point was that the right hon. 
Gentleman abolished the possibility of 
schools being farmed out for the profit 
of the teachers. He agreed with those 
two points entirely, and, further, he 
believed in charging fees for schools. 
He had never been an advocatefor abso- 
lutely free schools. But having given 
the right hon. Gentleman those 
points, he came to the evil provi- 
sions of this Minute. The first one was 
that the course of instruction must be 
approved by the Board of Education. 
Hitherto it was the local inspectors who 
gave approval to this work, and he must 
say that those gentlemen had worked 
splendidly and had done work for which 
they were never paid; they had come 
out and taught in the schools in order 
that they might learn how these things 
were to be done. It had been his practice 
to ask the inspectors at the beginning 
of every school year to meet in conference 
the managers and teachers, to give their 
criticisms and suggest improvements, 
in order that the schools might be made 
more efficient than in the previous year. 
The whole of that system was now to be 
thrown overboard ; the courses, instead 
of being subject to the approval of the 
local inspectors, with their knowledge of 
the day schools, the scholars, and their 
limitation, were to be sent to Whitehall 
‘or South Kensington, where it was 
certain the same sympathetic help and 
criticism would not be rendered. 
Another point was the increased strin- 
gency of the requirements for the mini- 
mum course of instruction in each sub- 
ject. The minimum was raised from 
twelve to fourteen hours. He did not 
complain of that as a whole, but it would 
prevent the drawing of children into the 
evening schools’ after Christmas. 
[‘‘ Why ?”] Because the children could 
not make the fourteen hours instruction 
in each subject if their obligation to 
attend day school terminated at or after 
Christmas. With regard to the abolition 
of physical exercises—-—- 
Sir J. GORST: 
abolished. 


They are not 


*Mr. WHITLEY said that was exactly 


tthe kind of answer they were accustomed 


Mr. Whitley. 


{COMMONS} 








to from the right hon. Gentleman. 
Physical exercises were not abolished, 
but they were absolutely cut out for pur- 
poses of the grant. Simply because the 
right hon. Gentleman visited a school in 
London and found dancing going on 
under the heading of physical exercises, 
he had condemned a most valuable kind 
of instruction throughout the rest of the 
country. 


Sir J. GORST : The hon. Member has 
no right to say anything of the kind, 
I said specially in my speech that I was 
strongly in favour of dancing, swimming, 
and other suitable exercises, and really 
the hon. Member should not so mis. 
represent me to my face in the Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons as 
having said the exact contrary. 


*Mr. WHITLEY said he could not 
quite understand the point of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s interruption. It was 
clear that he had condemned physical 
exercises. 


Sir J. GORST: No. 


*Mr. WHITLEY: In the sense that 
whereas they were formerly included 
in the course of instruction for which 
grants could be earned, the right hon. 
Gentleman had, in his new Minute, 
removed them, so that they could be 
taught practically only outside the 
school curriculum. That the excesses 
of which complaint had been made 
occurred was the fault of the inspectors, 
who should have made surprise visits. 
If it was not their fault, where could the 


‘responsibility be located except on the 


right hon. Gentleman himself? Was 
it fair to condemn something which 
had gone on satisfactorily in many 
schools throughout the country simply 
because the right hon. Gentleman or 
one of his subordinates had _ grossly 
neglected his duty? Would it be be 
lieved that on 5th March, in reply to a 
question, the Vice-President used these 


| words— 


*« As to the question of physical instruction 
in evening schools, [ can assure the House 
that I am as eager as any hon. Member to see 
that the children, both boys and girls, have 
proper physical instruction.” 
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is what I said to-night. 


*Mr. WHITLEY: At that very 
moment the right hon. Gentleman was 
hatching the Minute to stop physical 
instruction altogether. 


Sir J. GORST : No. 


{30 JuLy 1901} 
Sir J. GORST: Hear, hear. That ' 





*Mr. WHITLEY said that the reply 
was given to an appeal he had made that 
physical exercises should be made more | 
systematic and thorough, and _ placed | 
on a scientific basis, so as to be of the} 
utmost value in the development of 
the poor puny children of whom there 
were too many in the large towns. As | 
an innocent new member he had on that | 
reply built great hopes as to future | 
advance in that direction, and the result | 
was to be seen in the Minute under | 
consideration. A further point in regard 
to which the Minute would have such 
evil results was the way in which 
“human” subjects were s) grossly 
penalised. The grants for the teaching 
of history, geography, literature, and 
the life and duties of citizens, were cut | 
down by no less than 28 per cent. This 
meant that in the schools with which 
he was connected the total grant would 
be reduced from £1,200 to £800 a year. 
The Minute also provided that no attend- 
ance of less than one hour could be | 
counted for that purpose of the grant. 
The right hon. Gentleman had stated 
that two lessons of three-quarters of an 
hour each on the same evening could 
count, but that was in direct opposition 
to the plain reading of the Minute. It 
was very desirable that that point should 
be cleared up. 

The present system, which was the 
result of fifteen years hard work, was 
to be maimed and mutilated, if not. 
destroyed. He appealed to Members 
who knew the pleasures of a good edu- 
cation, who had been to the public! 
schools and universities, and who knew 
the delights of those influences from 
which the industrial classes were cut | 
off, to assist him in resisting any attempt 
to deprive boys and girls who started 
work at twelve or thirteen years of age, 
and worked ten hours a day, and whose 
homes and existence were too often of | 
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a dull drab colour, of anything which. 
| had contributed a little brightness to 


their lives, imparting new interests and 
new capacity to enjoy life in various 
ways. He urged Members on the 


| other side who took an interest in edu- 


cation to leave no stone unturned in 
their endeavours to get this disastrous 
Minute upset, and to have restored the 
charter of freedom bestowed by Mr. 
Acland in 1893. He begged to move :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £200, in respect of the Salary of the 
Vice-President of the Council.”—(Mr. 
Whitley.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Str SAVILE CROSSLEY (Halifax) - 


|; said that as this Minute would reduce 


the amount of the grants earned from 
£1,200 to £700, the effect in his consti- 
tuency would be the closing of several 
schools. About 2,000 scholars, between 
the ages of thirteen and eighteen years, 
were affected, and some 1,200 of them 
were mill hands. Only a very small 


|! number of these, estimated at about 20 


per cent., would be able to attend the 
technical schools. This was not a party 
question, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to meet the 


| view which had been expressed on the 


matter. The point before the Committee 
was that, whereas up to now the education 
of these children had been encouraged 
for the purposes of carrying on the educa- 
tion they had received in the ordinary 
schools, it was now suddenly proposed 
by this Minute to do away with the whole 
system. It was very hard that those 
who lived in northern and manufacturing 
towns should suffer because in certain 
London districts the school board had 
taken a different line from that which 
had been adopted in the north. The 
right hon. Gentleman had expressed his 


| thorough concurrence in the teaching of 


physical exercises. The only physical 
education given in his constituency was 
that of physical drill, and for the earrying 
on of that he thought there was a great 
deal{jto be said. During the last year 
something like 22,000, men had been 
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rejected as recruits for the British Army, 
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and their unfitness was due to a great | 
extent to their not having had the, 
advantages of the training which these | 
physical exercises would give them. It, 
had been said that in a good many schools | 


the classes consisted of three or four or 
seven pupils. That, however, was not 
the case in Halifax, where there was no 


{COMMONS} 


school with less than ninety pupils, while | 


the largest had about 400. 
tended that by the Minute the grant had 
been raised from 17s. 6d. to 24s. But 
in order to obtain the 24s. grant the 
session would have to commence much 
earlier, and the extra expense thereby 
incurred would probably more than 
counterbalance the higher grant. The 
grant per scholar per hour at present 
was 24d.; under the Minute it would be 


14d., so that it was perfectly clear that | 


the grant would really be largely reduced. 
With regard to the conduct of the schools 
in Halifax, His Majesty’s inspector had 
reported for the year 1900-1 that they 
were conducted with assiduous care, 
and that a general attempt was made to 
fit the boys for their daily occupations, 
and to prepare them for the higher 
instruction at the technical school. That 
he thought was the most important work 
of the evening continuation schools, and 
by doing it they were performing a very 
useful service to the country. The 
opinion of the country had for a long 
time been in favour of better and more 
efficient education, but the Minute before 
the Committee was of a_ retrograde 
character, and he urged the right hon. 
Gentleman to reconsider it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the 
speech of the Vice-President was osten- 
sibly to describe to the Committee the 
effect of the new Minute; but, as a 
matter of fact, nine-tenths of it had been 
devoted to justifying the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech on the Second Read- 
ing of the Education Bill. The Vice- 
President seemed to imply that he had 
‘suffered because of his zeal for democratic 
principles. No doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman would remember the Science 
and Art Directory, which provided for 
grants on behalf of science and art 
instruction to the industrial 


Sir Savile Crossley. 


classes. 


It was con- | 


| speech made by 


Service Estimates. 644 


One of the first things the right hon. 
Gentleman did on coming into office was 
to strike out the claim which the indus- 
trial classes particularly had on those 
science and art grants. He (the hon. 
Member) did not know whether that 
must be taken as an evidence of the 
democratic zeal which had prevented the 
right hon. Gentleman securing political 
preferment in the House of Commons or 
elsewhere. 

The Vice-President had referred to a 
him at the London 
School Board, but the purpose for which 
it had been quoted was hardly straight- 
forward. The London School Board 
freed its night schools, the work in con- 
nection with which had up to that time 
been carried on on a very narrow basis. 
It had not included many pupils, nor had 
it touched a large number of the working 
class young people of London. Directly 
the schools were freed the basis of the 
work was largely extended, and the 
number of pupils increased by 100 per 
cent. The whole machinery of the 
Board was entirely upset, and the work 
was for a time in a purely experimental 
condition. He thought that in the 
experimental stages of the work some 
machinery was wanted to secure the 
automatic cutting down of free night 
schools wherever the numbers fell below 
acertain minimum. It was true that he 
quoted the instances to which reference 
had been made,showing that extravagance 
existed. But they were the fringe, 
and not the main body, of the subject, 
as the right hon. Gentleman had rather 
endeavoured tosuggest tothe Committee. 
He therefore appealed to the London 
School Board to set up some such ma- 
chinery as he had suggested in the 
interests of economy, and the school 
board agreed. That machinery was 
now in operation, and when the number 
of pupils attending a night school 
dwindled below a certain minimum that 
school was automatically closed. The 
fact that he took that course, and that 
the London School Board agreed. was 
an evidence of their desire to see the 
night school system run on_ sound 
lines without extravagance of any sort. 
Mr. Fred Brocklehurst, a very progres- 
sive member of the Manchester School 
Board, had been quoted in the same 
way, and the same comment applied. 
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That this course should have been taken | 
by Progressive members of both the Lon- | 


don and the Manchester School Boards 
showed that, at any rate, those bodies 
were not irresponsible spendthrifts 


anxious only to lavish the money of the 


ratepayers. 


Many misrepresentations had been | 
made in respect to the ambulance and | 
Last year they | 


home nursing classes. 
were specifically mentioned in the Night 
School Code, but for some reason the 
Vice-President decided to strike them out 
of the Night School Minute. 
know who issued the circular, but he 
gathered that it was issued by a member 
of the London School Board. 


Sir J. GORST : I believe so. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the 
first he heard of it was that night, and 
he doubted very much whether the 
right hon. Gentleman was right in saying 
that it was issued by a member of the 
London School Board. At any rate, 
for some reason, home nursing and 
ambulance work were struck out of the 
Minute. When he put a question to 
the right hon. Gentleman on the subject, 


he replied that though they were not | 


mentioned they could be included, and 


from that time all the difficulty was | 


at an end. Now they understood that 
nursing could be taught in the night 
schools and grantsearned. In his speech 
the Vice-President failed to discuss this 
Night School Minute, but had dismissed 
it in an airy fashion, as he did every 
difficult question. This Minute was a 
four-page leaflet, substituted for the 
seventy-page document which Mr. Acland 
compiled, and it was the most cryptic 
document ever issued from the Board of 
Education, and that was saying a great 
deal. So far as he could understand it-- 
and he challenged the right hon. Gentle- 
man to contradict the statement—the 
political design of the Minute was to 
make it very hard indeed for school 


boards to use the school board rates | 


in respect of night school education. 


Stir J: GORST : No. 


{30 Jury 1901} 


He did not | 
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Dr. MACNAMARA said he would 
endeavour to show that would be the 
result, whether it was the intention or 
not, and further contended that the 
Minute also made it very easy—much 
easier than it had ever been before— 
|for the supporters of voluntary schools 
'to get Exchequer grants in respect of 
night school instruction. 


Sir J. GORST,: The hon. Member 
has challenged me to contradict him. 
I beg leave to contradict him absolutely 
and categorically. 





Dr. MACNAMARA : On both points ? 


Sir J. GORST : On both points. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he would en- 
deavour to prove these two points. 
Apart from the schools which would be 
sanctioned for twelve months under 
the Education Bill, there would be in 
future two classes of night schools. 
First, there would be night schools or- 
ganised by school boards as public ele- 
mentary schools, for which the school 
board rates could be used. The Vice- 
President was going to make it as diffi- 
cult as possible for school boards, as 
school boards, to organise those schools. 
If they did organise night schools as pub- 
lic elementary schools they could use 
the rates in order to supplement the 
| Government grant, but they could not 
| give instruction to pupils over fifteen 
| years of age. 
| Sir J. GORST: That is not in con- 
| sequence of the Minute ; that is in con- 
| sequence of the law. 
| Dr. MACNAMARA denied that that 
| was the law. The Cockerton judgment 
said nothing about the age of pupils in 
public elementary schools, day nor 
night. There was only the obiter dictum 
}of Mr. Justice Wills, who said the rates 
' should not be used for giving instruction 
to people over the age of sixteen and a 
half. But the right hon. Gentleman had 
reduced the age to fifteen. That might 
be a desirable thing to do, but the right 


\ 
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hon. Gentleman should not say it was 
the law if it was not. 
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mR J. GORST: Wesay it is the law. 
I rely on the advice I have received from 
the legal advisers of the Government. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said if these night 
schools ,were organised, not only would 
the school boards not be able to use the 
rates for anybody over fifteen, but the 
Minute stated that grants would only be 
paid “for such part of the instruction 
specified in this Minute as may legally 
be given in these schools,” and the right 
hon. Gentleman had declined to say 
what these subjects were. These public 
elementary night schools would also 
be subject to the Education Acts, to 
the conscience clause, and to the 17s. 6d. 
limit. 


Sir J. GORST : Again I say that is the 
law 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the right 
hon. Gentleman was straining the law 
against the school boards. The animus 
against school boards was shown by the 
preferential treatment allowed to volun- 
tary night schools. Upon the night 
schools organised by school boards 
there was the limit of fifteen years of 
age. Last year there were 510,000 
night-school pupils, and of these 350,000 
were over fifteen years of age, and upon 


{COMMONS} 
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Sir J. GORST : It is the law, not the 
Minute, that places the obstacles in the 
way. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the law had 
been unduly twisted against school 
boards. A strange contrast to the 
restrictions in the Minute was the 
Scottish Code, under which innumerable. 
subjects, from commercial arithmetic to. 
navigation and ambulance work, could 
be taught to pupils of any age, and 
assistance could be given from the rates. 


Sir J. GORST: The law in England 


differs from the law in Scotland. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he thought 
the House of Commons was here to 
make laws. The right hon. Gentleman 
cited the Cockerton judgment in support 
of his action, but he did not raise his 
little finger to alter the law. 


Sir J. GORST: The hon. Member 
said I was contemplating this Minute 
in March. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I must contra- 
dict that statement. I never said any- 
thing of the sort. 


Sir J. GORST: I beg pardon. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: There is nothing 


in the Minute about that. The right 
hon. Gentleman says the conscience 


a moderate estimate at least 200,000 of | clause does not apply to these schools, 


these 


were in board night schools./ but this is subject to the conscience 


To keep these in future the organisation |} clause. 


must be under voluntary managers. | 


But that was an unfair manner of 
breaking down the preferential position 
arising from the use of rates. Let 
there be conditions under which both 
board and voluntary schools could have 
the money needed, but there should not 
be this dog-in-the-manger attitude— 
that, because voluntary schools could 
not use the rates, therefore board 
schools should not have the use of rates 
except under extremely difficult cireum- 
stances. Every imaginable obstacle was 
placed in the way of school boards 
using rates for night schools. 


Dr. Macnamara, 








Sir J. GORST: I would remind 


the hon. Member that schools carried on 


under the first article of this Minute are 
| 
| Education Acts at all. 


not carried on under the Elementary 
The reason why 
that notice appears at the top is because 
the 21st article, which embodies all. 
the other twenty, refers to the schools 
carried on under the Elementary Educa- 
tion Acts. 


first 
This: 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Are_ the 
twenty articles in this Minute ! 
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Minute was presented to Parliament 
pursuant to Clause 97 of the Act of 
1870, and consequently the first twenty 
articles should appear in it. 
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Sm J. GORST: Not at all, because 
the 21st Article includes them. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: They are 
integral part of this Minute, and were 
put into it pursuant to the Section 97 of 
the Act of 1870. 


Sr J. GORST: No, not at all. 


Dr. MACNAMARA;: Then why were 
they put into it ? 

Sm J. GORST: Because the 21st 
Article contained them. 


Dre. MACNAMARA: Let me go a 
sep further. Do I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman to say that 
this Section 97 of the Act of 1870 
really means, although he has not 


told the schools so, that they must 
get as much local support as Parlia- 
ment gives them? What is this money 
to be spent on, this money which is 
given to the voluntary school people 
which is subject to this Minute, and not 
subject to the night school Minute at 
il? The school boards of England 
should receive some assistance and 
ympathy from a_ Vice-President of 
democratic principles. This Minute was 
isued pursuant to Section 97 of the 
Rdueation Act of 1870, but if the Vice- 
President of the Council says the Ex- 
chequer grants to voluntary schools 
under the Minute are not subject to 
the Act he is party to an illegality, and 
the School Board Association or some 
other body will Cockertonise the first 
body of voluntary school managers 
that accept the grant under the Minute, 
ind I see a vista of endless litigation 
which would be due to the indecent 
haste with which this Minute has been 
put together. 


Sik J. GORST: The only way in 
which that question can be raised, if at 


VOL. XCVIIL. 


| 


(FourTH SERIES. | 
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all, is by the Controller and Auditor 
General of PublicAccounts; the voluntary 
school managers would not be liable 
to be proceeded against. If the money 
was improperly spent the Controller 
and Auditor General, who is an official 
of the House, would challenge the 
expenditure and surcharge it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I think this 
has been done with great haste, but 
what I cannot get at is, under what 
authority are Exchequer grants given 
to voluntary school managers without 
reference to the Education Act, which sets 
forth the conditions under which they 
are to receive grants. 


Sir J. GORST: The grants are given 


under the authority of Parliament, 
which voted money to the Board of 
Education t» be spent outside the 


Education Act, and the Board is justified 
in spending it. The Board already 
spends a good deal outside the Education 
Acts. These grants are not for elemen- 
tary, but for secondary, education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: It appears to 
me that we are making our laws in a 
most curious manner. This is the 
first time that I have heard that Parlia- 
ment votes money for elementary educa- 
tion outside the Elementary Education 
Acts. 


Sir J. GORST: It is not elementary 
education, it is secondary education. It 
is money given to the school boards, 
technical instruction committees, or 
whatever it may be, outside the Ele- 
mentary Education Acts. 


Dr. MACNAMARA:: It comes to this : 
these people cannot give elementary 
education—— 


Sir J. GORST: No, no; not at all. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : Yes, because 
I understand this is for secondary educa- 


tion. 


Str J. GORST: They give elementary 
education out of money voted by Parlia- 


2A 
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ment outside the Elementary Education| Dr. MACNAMARA: Then that is 
Acts. absolutely illegal, and these schools 


Dr. MACNAMARA: You are offering 
voluntary schools grants outside the 
Elementary Education Acts, and that 
will be used for elementary education. 


Sir J. GORST: Weshall not give them 
a single penny of the Vote under discus- 
sion, because these are grants which are 
given at the end of the financial year. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I think the right 
hon. Gentleman is splitting words, be- 
cause these grants are for elementary 
instruction outside the Elementary Edu- 
cation Acts. 


Sm J. GORST: They will not get 
any money out of this Vote, because the 
money which is earned during this finan- 
cial year will not be paid until next 
financial year. We shall take care 
that in the Estimates submitted next 
year there will be some Vote out of 
which this money can be paid. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Are we 
to understand that the present Minute 
will not take effect until the beginning 
of the next financial year ? 


Srr. J. GORST: Not at all; the 
Minute takes effect now. The schools 
will begin work under the Minute, and 
will earn grants, but those grants will 
not be paid until the next financial year 
—until after the 31st of March. 


Mr. BRYCE: Nothing covered by this 
Minute will come into this financial year ? 


Sir J. GORST: No. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: That is not a 
point of principle, that is a matter 
of device. Next year the right hon. 
Gentleman will offer these people money 
outside the Education Vote which they 
will use for elementary instruction. It 
will not be under the Elementary Eduea- 
tion Acts. ; 


Sir J. GORST: No. 
Sir J. Gorst. 


_ will be liable to he Cockertonised for using 


this money for secondary education, 
A more unsatisfactory thing I never 


heard. I understood the right hon. 
‘Gentleman to say that these Votes 


were for secondary education. 


Sir J. GORST: What I said was 
that this money which would be so paid 
to these schools would not be money 
voted under the Elementary Education 
Vote. I also said that not one of the 
schools would receive any money out of 
the Vote before the House, and that 
no proceedings would lie against them 
if there was an illegality, but that in that 
case the matter would come before the 
Controller and Auditer General of 
Public Accounts, who would say that this 
money had been illegally spent, and he 
would surcharge the Department. 


MACNAMARA : This money is 
to be granted to the voluntary school 
managers outside the Elementary 
Education Acts, but it will to be used for 
elementary education. The words secon- 
dary education are to be used as a 
cloak merely for elementary instruction. 
It is the first time that such a thing 
has been suggested for thirty years, 
and I foresee a sheaf of difficulties arising. 
What the Government is doing is making 
it hard for the school boards to use 
their rates, and easy for the voluntary 
schools to get their grants. The volun- 
tary schools are to have Exchequer grants 
for elementary instruction, and are to be 
enabled to give education to everybody, 
quite irrespective the Conscience 
Clause. 


Dr. 


ot 


Sm J. GORST said that as regarded 
the residue grants, the conscience clause 
allowed scholars to withdraw, but of 
course in the evening schools they could 
not withdraw from any class, because 
they received ne religious instruction. 
The money would he voted for the in- 
struction prescribed in the Schedule 
of this Minute, and it was quite true 
that it included the subject of elementary 
education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said they would 


then have a lump sum of money voted 
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Supply—Civil 


by this House outside the Elementary 
Education Acts in behalf of instruction 
in evening schools managed by voluntary 


| 
| 
| 
} 
school managers. | 
| 
| 


Sir J. GORST: No, but by technical 
instruction committees. | 
| 
Dre. MACNAMARA said they would | 
then get money voted by this Committee | 
to the Board of Education outside the 
Elementary Education Acts to provide | 
for instruction in reading, writing, and 
arithmetic. He maintained that that 
was illegal. They would Le voting 
money to persons over fifteen years of 
age irrespective of the conscience clause, 
and all those important safeguards re- 
garding the publication of accounts and. 
proper balance sheets would be swept 
away at one swoop by this stupid’ Minute. 
This was an exceedingly technical ques- 
tion, and he apologised to the Committee 
for having dwelt so long upon it, but he 
had done his little best to expose the true 
meaning of the Minute. At the present 
moment school boards had the right to 
organise evening schools, but they could 
not take in any scholar over fifteen years 
of age. The Vice-President said that 
the school boards could organise evening 
schools as a body of voluntary managers. 
That might be all right, but they would 
not be able to use the rates. The school 
board in Manchester, which under the 
testimony of the Vice-President had 
some of the most efficient evening schools 
in the Empire, had had to call on the 
ratepayers for 32s. 10d. per child last 
year. What was the good of telling that 
school board to organise as voluntary | 
managers when they would not be able 
to use the rates? He supposed the right 
hon. Gentleman would say that they | 
might go to the county council and ask | 
for support. 


Sir J. GORST: Yes. 
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; you 
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| Sir J. GORST;said he did not hold up 
any particular town as a model; but 
there were in the north of England 
many excellent evening schools, includ- 
ing those in Manchester. 


Service Estimates. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the 
Vice-President would say to the Man- 
chester School Board, ‘* You need not 
worry; if you only organise as a board 
of managers vou can educate children 
over fifteen years of age, but in that case 
cannot use the rates.’’ But in 
Manchester last year, as he had said, they 
had used 32s. 10d. per child out of the 
rates on these schools. 


Sir J. GORST: But I have said that 
the school board can claim a contribution 
from the local authority. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he _ repiied 
to that by the statement that the sums 
at the disposal of the technical education 
committees were already eaten up. He 
had received some letters that day on 
this point. In Bristol the school board 
had received out of the rates for evening 
schools 35s. 4d. per child, in Nottingham 
22s, 5d., in Leeds 14s. 2d., and in London 
26s. 10d. Now what was the good ot 
telling those people that all they had 
yot to do to keep the children over fifteen 
years of age at the evening schools, and 
to get over their difficulties, was to or- 
ganise the school boards as voluntary 
school managers? The effect would 
be to break down the night schools 
altogether. Would Manchester School 
Board carry on their night schools if 
they had no claim on the rates to 32s. 10d. 


? 


per scholar ? 


Sir J. GORST said he hoped and ex- 


'pected that by this time next year a 
-secondary education authority would 


be established in Manchester which 


' would have the power to make rates, 


‘and power to apply those rates to the 


Dr. MACNAMARA: The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the school board | 
might get a contribution from the local 
authority ; but he had always thought | 
that the Manchester system had been a 
fine one, and had been held up to admira- 
tion in contradistinetion to the London | 
system. 


the Manchester School Board to 


maintenance of evening schools. He 


thought it highly probable that that 


education authority would authorise 


“arTy 
on these evening schools, and would 
make such a contribution as would 


make up the sum which they were no 


longer able to obtain from the rates. 
l 


2A2 
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Dr. MACNAMARA said the Vice- ] 
President would admit that that did not | 
provide for the coming year. 


Supply—Civil 


Sir J. GORST said that the coming 
year was provided for by the present Bill. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he repeated 
that the technical committees had al- 
ready used all their money for other 
purposes. The “whisky money” was 
practically all gone. In the present 
state of local and imperial taxation, did 


{COMMONS} 


| instruction. 





the right hon. Gentleman think that 
what he suggested was practical ? 


Sir J. GORST asked what difference | 


it would make if next year the school 
board was to receive a contribution 
from the secondary rate. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the best 
thing to do was to postpone this Minute 
until the Secondary Education Bill 
was passed, and the secondary educa- 
tion authority was established. There 
was another feature. Suppose that the 
“whisky money” was not all spent. 
A circular had been issued by the Board 
of Education which laid it down that 
the technical instruction committee 
could not spend the money at their 
disposal on elementary education. He 
could, as a practical school board member 
and a voluntary school manager, foresee 


a complete entanglement and _inter- 
minable difficulties in connection with 


this matter. 
would not face these difficulties. This 
Minute meant that every conceivable 
difficulty would be thrown in the way 
of the school boards, as school boards, 
organising and maintaining night schools 
out of the rates, while every conceivable 
advantage was to be given to people 


who organised voluntary schools which | 


would be given Exchequer grants. He 
had tried to lay bare the real intention 
of the Government and of this Minute. 


He would say, “Give the voluntary | 


schools the same rights as the school 
board schools,’ but he objected to the 
levelling down of the school board schools 


to the grade of the voluntary schools. | 
The right hon. Gentleman had left out | 
of this Minute almost all the physical in- | 
struction which had been in the last night 


The right hon. Gentleman | 


the Minute for themselves. He would 
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school code. Ambulance work and home 
nursing had been left out of physical 
The right hon. Gentleman 
said that that did not prevent school 
managers from teaching physical exer- 
cises. No, it did not, but it took away 
the grants from them, and made it abso- 
lutely impossible for the managers to 
teach them. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that he would not give the grants 
because of the abuses to which the grants 
for physical exercises had been put. That 
was in reference particularly to London. 
That was five years ago, when the right 
hon. Gentleman was himself a participant 
in the abused physical exercises. In fact 
the right hon. Gentleman himself had 
danced away part of the Consolidated 


Fund. 


Service Estimates. 


sir J. GORST : I said there were other 
abuses. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that Mr. 
Bruce had taken the right hon. Gentle- 
man to night schools where dancing 
was going on ; but he wished to call the 
attention of the Committee to the other 
abuses of physical exercises which were 
now to be refused grants. Last year 
they had 226 schools with 12,717 pupils 


|engaged in learning swimming and life- 


saving. That was the first abuse. He 
knew a boy who had been the means 
of saving eight lives because of the in- 
struction that boy had received under 
this abuse ! 


CoLoNEL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, W.) 
asked if the hon. Member would candidly 
tell the Committee whether that was an 
abuse. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the 
Vice-President of the Council had struck 
out swimming and life-saving from the 
suitable physical exercises. He came to 
the next abuse. There were 223 schools 


'in which 17,256 pupils were learning 


gymnastics, and 138 schools in which 
13,472 pupils were learning either 
British military or Swedish drill. All 
that had gone by the board. [AN Hoy. 
Memrer: No.] Yes, they had all 
gone by the board under this Minute. 
He wished hon. Members would read 
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come to the real abuse. There were 
226 schools in which swimming had been 
taught, 223 schools gymnastics, and 
138 drill ; but only twenty schools, with 
not more than 400 pupils, had dancing, 
which, be it remembered, had _ been 
taught under the special sanction of the 
inspectors and the Vice-President. Be- 
cause of that one abuse all the rest had 
to go by the board. 


Sir J. GORST dissented. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that these 
had been taken out of the physical exer- 
cises recognised by the Minute, and if the 
right hon. Gentleman would put them 
in again he would not have another word 
to say. The right hon. Gentleman's 
own inspectors had reported that the 
work in the physical classes last session 
had been very beneficial, and in some 
eases quite beyond expectation. Both 
the lung and chest and the forearm 


measurement of the pupils had been | 
greatly increased, and there had been | 
great Improvement in conduct and moral | 


tone. All he asked was that these 
physical exercises should be reinstated in 
the Minute. For all these reasons, and 
for the fact that the Minute itself was 


obscure, that it meant, instead of a truce | 


of God, more squabbling, he appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman, who claimed 
to be a democrat in matters of education, 
who said that he preferred his demo- 
cratic principles to political preferment, 
to act on his own ideals, and let them 
have, as an alternative to the present 
stupid and hastily-conceived Minute— 
it would not hurt his dignity or that of 
his Department—the Night School Code 
of last year—Mr. Acland’s Code, which 
that gentleman built up with so much 
loving care and devotion in the interests 
of these poor people. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
he quite recognised the enthusiasm of the 
hon. Gentleman in the cause of education, 
but that enthusiasm was marred by his 
attitude of suspicion towards the volun- 
tary schools, which, after all, must con- 
duct a very large portion of the education 
ofthe country. He could assure the hon. 
Gentleman that they on that side of the 
House attached quite as much, he might 


{30 Juty 1901} 
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almost say more, importance than he did 
to physical exercises and to the building 
up of the grit and muscle of our youth. 
From what the Vice-President had said 
he gathered that there had been some 
latitude for abuses in this respect, but 
that some physical exercises would still 
be left as legitimate subjects of instruc- 
tion. This Minute gave to voluntary 
| schools some little advantages which they 
had not enjoyed before in the matter of 
/night-school instruction. Why did the 
‘hon. Member’s enthusiasm stop short of 
|one place in the country dealt with by 
'the Minute? The hon. Gentleman said 
‘that preferential treatment was given to 
the voluntary schools ; but that was not 
| true. Everything that the Minute did 
| for voluntary schools it did equally for the 
| board schools. The hon. Gentleman had 
| stated that the way in which education 
| was necessarily divided under this Minute 
| was secondary and primary ; but the true 
| division between the two classes of educa- 
‘tion under the Minute was not one of 
subjects, but of ages. The hon. Gentle- 
man had said that they could not do this 
or that under the Minute. There were 
three classes of agencies covering the 
ground—voluntary schools, dealing with 
|primary education ; technical schools, 
'dealing with higher elementary educa- 
tion ; and technical night schools, which, 
in a certain sense, dealt with both elemen- 
| tary and secondary education. Unfortu- 
nately, in the Education Acts, as had been 
| recently decided by the Cockerton judg- 
| ment, there was an age limit—whether 
it was fifteen or sixteen did not affect his 
/argument—and beyond that certain age 
| the school boards were disabled altogether 
‘from dealing with education out of the 
rates. There were two classes of schools 
|—one containing pupils under fifteen, 
'which might be aided out of the rates ; 
|and another, with no limit of age, but a 
| limit of subjects, as defined in the Minute. 
| Where the Conscience Clause or the re- 
ligious question came in he failed to see, 
because in all these night schools they 
had specific subjects dealt with in specific 
classes, and he doubted whether any 
religious subject was taught at all. That 
being so, he defied the hon. Member to 
prove that any preferential treatment 
was given to the voluntary schools over 
the school-board schools. He looked 
upon the Minute, like the Bill, as being a 


Service Estimates. 
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temporary expedient. There were some 
things which he should be very sorry to 
see perpetuated ; for instance, it was pro- 
vided with reference to public elementary 
schools that such a school must not be 
neld in the same building as an evening 
school under the Board, which was not 
conducted under the elementary Educa- 
tion Act, without the express sanction of 
the Board, but in a separate building. 
That was likely to lead to difficulty. He 
ventured to suggest that, after all, many 
of the points they had been discussing 
did not really arise on the Minute, but 
would arise after the Bill, which had 
been read a third time that day, expired 
twelve months hence. The Minute, 
however, as well as the Bill, rendered it 
more and more imperative that the 
Government should deal next year with 
this question of education in the most 
effective way. Although the discussion 
had been useful, it had not been of very 
much practical importance, as it had 
turned mostly on hypothetical cases. 
He could only hope that the Education 
Bill next year would solve all these diffi- 
culties, and put the question of the 
education authorities and the division 
of the different kinds of education on a 
sound footing. 


Supply—Civil 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE said 
the speech made by the hon. Member for 
North Hackney was in itself a sufficient 
justification for the speeches which had 
been made from that side of the House, 
more especially the speech of his hon. 
friend the Member for North Camberwell, 
who had such a mastery of this question. 
The hon. Member for North Hackney said 
they were holding a discussion in the air, 
because it affected what was to be done 
next year. It was not apparent why 
the Government had not reserved those 
proposals till next year instead of bring- 
ing in a Minute which had to be paid 
for out of supplies not voted this year; 
but to be voted next year. There had 
been a long legal discussion between his 
hon. friend the Member for North Cam- 
berwell and the Vice-President. Far be it 
from him to say that the Vice-President, 
fortified as he was with the opinion of 
his legal advisers, might not be right on | 
the question discussed ; but he ventured 
to say that nobody could possibly com- 
plain of his hon. friend for having brought 


Mr. Bousfield. 


{COMMONS} 


(the matter forward, or blame him for 
| being wrong, if wrong he was. 


stating that it 
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Until 


the answer had been given across the 


| Table of the House to his hon. friend 
| by the Vice-President no one appre- 
ciated exactly how they stood in regard 
ito this 
|of Commons, on 


Suppose the House 
account of another 
| foreign war or any other cause, refused 
'the supplies next year, all the continua- 


Minute. 


| tion schools called into existence under 
'the Minute would be left in the air. 


Who had ever heard of such an extraor- 
dinary arrangement being proposed to 
this House in the dying days of a late 
session ? It was perfectly true that the 


evening continuation schools were paid 
!for by supplies voted the following year, 


but that was a very different thing from 
paying for a head of expenditure which 
was altogether new. When he came 
down to the House he had understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to say that 
these grants were going to be charged 
on the Department, which might be 
called the equivalent of the old Science 
and Art Department. Naturally the 
Committee would judge favourably or 
otherwise of this departure according 
as they thought the Vice-President 
was justified or not in coming forward 
in this matter and anticipating the 
decision of Parliament next year. All 
this, however, rendered it absolutely 
necessary for the Government next 
year to redeem the pledges which they 
had given, and that next year there 
must be a large measure of organised 
secondary education placed on_ the 
Statute-book. A circular had been 
issued to the organisers of local schools 
was the intention of 
the Department to take advantage 
of the non-elementary schools to establish 
through the medium of the county coun- 
cils a system of secondary schools for 
the working classes. But if that was 
the intention of the Government, why 
did not they state it in plain language 
long ago? It was this air of mystery, 
he would not call it subterfuge, which 
naturally excited suspicion in the minds 
of hon. Members on that side of the 
House. In former days, when a great 
educational reform was to be intro- 
duced, his right hon. friend the Member 
for Dartford had explained all about it 
in plain and unambiguous language. 
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That was a course which might well| Under the Technical Instruction Acts 


be followed by the right hon. the Vice- 
President. There was another point in 
regard to which he had placed a separate 
notice on the paper, but which time 
would not permit being brought forward. 
There was a strong feeling of injustice 
amongst the representatives of Noncon- 
formist bodies as to the training colleges. 
He hoped when the right hon. Gentle- 
men spoke in reply he might be able to 
tell the Committee that it was the inten- 
tion of the Government to increase the 
facilities in day training colleges, by means 
of which most of the injustice complained 
of would be removed. The right hon. 
Gentleman must be aware that a large 
number of pupils who passed very high 
could find no room in the training col- 
leges, and they were placed behind per- 
sons who took a lower pass in the Queen’s 
Scholarship Examinations. He earnestly 
hoped that a serious effort would be 
made to remove an injustice which was 
felt especially by the great Nonconformist 
bodies. 


*Mr. W. NORVAL HELME (Lanca- 
shire, Lancaster) said the conversation 
between the Vice-President and the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell was an 
object-lesson to the Committee to urge 
on the Government the propriety of 
withdrawing this Minute and allowing 
the school boards to work in the en- 
suing year under the Code which they 
all understood, and which they had 
worked with marked success. If the 
legalisation of certain matters now de- 
cared illegal by the Cockerton judg- 
ment depended upon the permission 
of the House, and the money required 
could only be granted by Parliament next 
year, they might as well now agree 
to allow the status quo ante to remain. 
The evening continuation code had 


worked suecessfully and well, parti- 
cularly in the north of England. 


Thousands and thousands of youths 
and those of adult age had _ re- 
ceived a valuable education under it ; 
but now the Minute said that no one 
was to be allowed in the rate-aided 
school board schools over fifteen years 


of age. 


} 


the technical education committees were 
not allowed to teach anything but 
technical subjects. As he understood 
the Minute, the county councils might 
decide that the teaching of the three R’s 
should now be given in the technical 
committees’ schools. If that were so, 
why should not the same right be given 
to the board schools to teach something 
beyond the three R’s? The Minute 


said that a school would not be placed 


on the list of recognised schools except 
on an application made to the Board 
of Education before the 31st August 
next by the managers. He _ held 
that it would now be absolutely im- 
possible to comply with the letter 
of the Minute, and therefore he took 
it that there must be considerable 
elasticity given to its interpretation. 
He would like to know under Article 
4, “under what circumstances would 
a school be regarded as unnecessary.” 
Again, he should like to ask what was 
meant by the fifth article, which said 
that the schools must have ‘‘ adequate 
local support.” Did it mean subscrip- 
tions, and what sort of subscriptions ? 
Then Article 8 said that the course 
of instruction and the scale of fees 
should be suitable to the circumstances 
of the locality. What did that mean % 
Was it possible that the school fees, in 
order that they may be approved by the 


Board, should be so altered as to 
adversely affect the finances of the 


school? He emphasised the fact that 
under this new Minute such education 
av had been mentioned by the hon. 
Member for Halifax would be ruined, 
and urged that it was not in the 
interests of education such work should 
be stopped. In these educational 
matters the Committee should as far as 
possible avoid political questions. The 
hon. Member for Oxford University made 
avery wise suggestion when he referred 
to the possibility of getting ten men 
from each side of the House to advise the 
Government during the recess, so that 
early next session a Bill might be intro- 
duced which should recommend itself 
to all parties. In calling attention to 


It was argued that the school | the difficulties raised by the substitution 


boards might gotothe county councilsfor | of the new Minute, he claimed that 
permission to be allowed to go on as in Membersofthe Opposition were actuated 


the past before the Cockerton judgment. not by party motives, but by an intelli- 
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gent interest in the great subject of | 


education, and he earnestly appealed 
to the Government to relieve the country 
by removing the uncertainty at present 
existing by at once issuing a statement 
of the subjects which they would allow 
to be taught. It ought not to be neces- 
sary in a great country such as England 
for each place to send up a private re- 
quest to the Department that this or that 
subject might be taught. There should 
be a national system controlling the 
evening continuation classes throughout 
theland. Hesuggested that the Govern- 
ment should issue a supplement to the 
Minute, plainly setting forth the things 
the authorities were able to do without 
being liable to the consequences of 
pursuing an illegal course of action 
as the result of a mistaken «ppreciation 
of their duty. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, 
pressed on the Vice-President the desir- 
ability of putting into the Code, instead 
of leaving it in its present vague and 


Camborne) 


indeterminate position, the subject of 
ambulance and For 
more than twenty years he had been 
connected with the National Metropolitan 


home nursing. 


Association for nursing the sick poor 
in their own homes. When that associ- 
ation commenced its work the most 
hopeless ignorance prevailed in the 
homes of the poor with regard to even 
the simplest elements of nursing, but of 
recent years the reports had been very 
different. Young women, and especially 
young married women, had a know- 
ledge of the various matters affecting 
nursing and the general welfare of 
invalids in their own homes such as 
they had never before possessed, and 
every intelligent district nurse would tell 
the right hon. Gentleman that it was 
largely due to the instruction given at 
the evening classes during the last few 
years. There was no subject in the 
Code which had such a wide-spread 
beneficial effect on the social condition 
of the poor, and he sincerely hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would make 
further inquiries and put this subject 
into the Code, so that there would be no 
need to obtain permission for its in- 
struction. 


Mr. W. Norval Helme. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley), who was almost inaudible in the 
Press Gallery, in referring to the higher 
branches of education, called attention 
to the manner in which the industrial 
side was neglected in this country. 
England was falling far behind other 
countries in the matter of industrial 
scientific education. Electricity was very 
imperfectly taught in England, while 
abroad a very extensive work of educa- 
tion in that direction was carried on. 
Foreigners by means of their chemical 
research had been enabled to develop 
industries which originally belonged to 
this country. The Estimates were very 
misleading in this matter, because, 
although Votes appeared from which 
one would gather work was done in this 
direction, except to a very slight extent 
no original research was carried on, and 
but little was spent on scientific investiga- 
tion. It was extremely important that, 
while every attention was paid to elemen- 
tary education, the higher form of educa- 
tion should not be neglected, for upon it 
the prosperity of the country largely 
depended. 


*Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said the Committee had before it 
the whole educational Vote for the year, 
and by far the larger portion of the 
money there provided was for the pur- 
poses of elementary education. Nearly 
all members who took an interest in the 
subject, whatever might be the stand- 
point from which they approached the 
matter, would agree that at present 
elementary education was not in a satis- 
factory condition. It would also be 
agreed that it should be the object of any 
man who really valued the education of 
the country to see that the first step of 
the educational ladder should be placed 
on a firm, sound, and durable basis. 
There were many difficulties in the way, 
some connected with finance, and others 
with local government, but the greatest 
of all was that known as the religious 
difficulty. Many people would put this 
difficulty out of sight and ignore it. It 
was a real and living difficulty, but if it 
was met face to face it could be solved. 
If, however, it was evaded and ignored, 
it would come up again, sooner or later, 
on the one side of the House or on the 


other, and break up the most promising 
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eirenicon that the good will of educa- 
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tionists might devise. What was the 
religious difficulty? There were many 
views of it, and he, of course, could state 
only his own. From his point of view 
the difficulty was that there were in this 
country great bodies of men who held 
with an intensity of conviction to which , 
too many politicians were strangers that 
children ought to be brought up not only 
toanimmediate career, but to an ultimate 
destiny, and that success in the latter was 
essential and must be attained, even if 
need be to the detriment of immediate 
prospects inthe former. Theyfurther held 
that it was not for any State authority 
or any local majority to settle the kind 
of education that should be given, but 
that the parents alone should decide the 
religious teaching a child should receive. 
That being so, it was a force to be reckoned 
with. He did not believe that anyone 
would say, ‘* Very well; those are your 
convictions, but we cannot afford to 
take them into account; if you want 
your convictions you must pay for them.” 
The supporters of voluntary schools 
were often charged with obscurantism; 
with wishing to lower the standard 
of education, and with desiring to keep 
the children of the poor in ignorance 
for sinister ends, and those charges were 
often made by the very men who would 
be the first to deny the means by which 
alone a true standard of education could 
be attained. The taunt was as unfair 
as it would have been if the Jewish com- 
munity under a former Egyptian Govern- 
ment had been taunted with desiring to 
resist the enlightened progressive policy 
of the Public Works Office of that day 
when bricks were required of them and 
straw was denied. That there were 
other sides to the question he did not 
deny. There were hon. Members oppo- 
site who had on these matters convictions 
as strong as his own, who would admit 
many of the premisses he was advancing, 
but reject his conclusions. They, too, 
had grievances, especially in the country 
districts, and it was quite true that no 
final and complete settlement of the 
educational question could be arrived at 
until their grievances, as well as the | 
grievances of those who held the same | 
views as himself, were redressed. But it | 
was essential, if this question was to be 
settled, that a man’s conscience should | 

j 
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' be treated as a force to be respected, and 


not as a luxury to be taxed. Much was 
heard of the unequal incidence of taxa- 
tion, but it was not generally realised 
how terribly unequal and unjust was the 
incidence of the educational burden on 
the people of the country. Some people 
escaped contributing hecause others paid 
twice over; some paid their proper 
share ; others paid twice for conscience 
sake. Just as we taxed cigars and 
champagne and, in India, opium, so, 
consciously or unconsciously, the result of 
our educational system was that we taxed 
conscience as a revenue-producing and 
budget -saving luxury. The burden 
was not on any one class or section of 
those counected with denominational 
schools. The burden was on the teachers, 
because they were under-paid ; on the 
children, because they were under- 
taught ; and on the managers, because 
they were over-harassed. There was 
also a burden on the parents, who, in 
many cases, were also the subscribers, 
because, after having paid their rates, 
they could hardly spare the pence 
they contributed for the education of 
their children according to their con- 
science and their lights. If once the 
principle was accepted that no school 
or person should be the worse treated 
because of conscientious belief, all other 
difficulties would, he believed, v. nish. 
With regard to teachers’ tenure, he 
was convinced that nobody holding his 
views on the question of education 
would say that teachers should not be 
secured against capricious or unjust 
dismissal. The question of extraneous 
duties also would be solved. As regarded 
inspection, if denominational schools 
were to receive money irom local funds, 
the managers would not shirk anything 
in the way of inspection or of representa- 
tion on their bodies that was necessary 
to ensure that the money obtained 
from local authorities was not abused, 
but properly used for the purposes for 


which it was voted. As to separate 
religious teaching, very few would 


refuse to admit it in denominational 
schools, provided the rights asked for in 
this respect were reciprocally granted 
in other schools. Permanence and unity 
in our educational system were wanted, 
but when many spoke of unity they 
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really meant uniformity according to a 
pattern of their own devising. If our 
education was to be sound, permanent, 
and truly national, it must be comprised 
of all the elements in the nation. If it 
was to be strong in unity, it must also 
be rich in diversity. The nation could 
not afford to estrange or banish any 
form of enthusiasm, whether religious 
or civic, which could be made use of 
to do its part in the greatest of all 
national works. If those responsible 
neglected this aspect of the question, they 
would certainly fail in their efforts, and 
most of all would they fail if they ignored, 
trampled on, or penalised the inalienable 
right of every man to bring up his 
children according to his lights and his 
conscience, not less to the love and service 
of his country because also in the fear 
of God. 


Mr. BRYCE: If I do not follow the 
hon. Member for the Brightside Division 
of Sheffield into the very difficult and 
intricate question which he has discussed 
with such evident sincerity and con- 
viction, it is not because I undervalue its 
importance. It is a question which 
thoroughly deserves to be discussed at 
the proper time, but I am anxious 
before we pass from the subject of this 
Minute to say what is the impression 
produced upon my mind by this debate, 
and particularly by what has fallen 
from the Vice-President of the Board 
of Education. Like many other Members, 
I came into the House to-night in a 
stat» of complete darkness with regard 
to this Minute. These questions are 
always very obscure ; they are so much 
mixed up with tedious technicalities. 
But I do not remember any question 
being so obscure as the present one, and 
the cloud did not lift until the real 
meaning and nature of the Minute were 
practically dragged out of the right 
hon. Gentleman by questions of the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell. It is 
a pity the right hon. Gentleman did not 
begin by giving an exposition of the 
Minute, because we really did not under- 
stand what the Minute was intended to 
effect. If there had been issued with 
the Minute in the first instance an 
explanatory memorandum it would, 


I think, have obviated a great deal of 


Mr. James Hope. 


{COMMONS} 
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the discussion which has taken place; 
at any rate, the question would have 
been much more intelligible. 

After listening to the Vice-President, 
I cannot quite understand why the 
Minute should have been issued now. 
I should have thought it might perfectly 
well have been issued next year, con- 
currently with the legislation which 
the Government propose then to initiate. 
It is really not necessary that this 
Minute should come in as a_ parallel 
measure with the Cockerton judgment 
and the Bill which has just been read a 
third time. It is clear that after the 
Cockerton judgment the school board 
cannot go on paying out of the rates for 
anything that is not elementary educa- 
tion without some legal authorisation. 
But that is not the case with regard 
to the moneys voted by Parliament. 
There is no reason why Parliament 
should not go on voting this money and 
the money be spent by the school 
boards or other authorities as before. 

I should like to say how the Minute 
strikes me. I would not go so far as 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell 
in thinking that it is necessarily illegal. 
That is a question on which I should like 
to reserve my judgment. The right 
hon. Gentleman is generally careful 
to be on the right side of the hedge in 
these matters, and he has very likely 
obtained a legal opinion which satisfies 
him that the course is a legal one. [I am 
not prepared to say that his explanation 
of why the Minute as headed under the 
Act of 1870 is not a sound explanation. 
I am inclined to think that it is. [ 
understand that a part of his Minute 
must he presented under the Act of 
1879, so that he is obliged to head it 
in that way, although the rest of the 
Minute has nothing to do with that Act. 
But even if the Minute is not illegal, it 
does seem to me to be a subterfuge or 
an artful contrivance for getting round 
the Act of 1870, and fcr taking a new 
departure by a_ side-wind. Hitherto 
evening continuation schools have been, 
if not universally, at any rate generally, 
public elementary schools. Now, except 
to a very small extent, they are not to be 


'publie elementary schools at all, but 


schools of a different class. ‘* Secondary 
schools ” is probably rather too large a 
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description, but they are to be schools of a 
technical and, speaking broadly, of a | 
secondary type. Why should 


Supply—Civil 






boards be put at this disadvantage ? | i 


Why should the conditions which the 
previous Code held to be necessary—such 
as those with regard to audit, the publica- 


tion of accounts, and against the applica- | 


tion of money to any but purely educa- 


tional purposes—be dispensed with in | 


the present Minute? That is a matter 
on which we should have some explana- 
tion. 


under another Vote altogether. Hither- 
to the money has been voted as_parlia- 
mentary grants within the meaning of 
the Cockerton judgment, which goes 
carefully into the question of what are 
parliamentary grants. The money has 
been voted under the Education Act of | 
that Act altogether. It is to he voted, 
I suppose, 
we call South Kensington grants— 
Science and Ait grants, as opposed to 





Whitehall grants. 


Sir J. GORST: There is no such 
thing now 

Mr. BRYCE: As the right hon. 
Gentleman knows, this distinction is 


practically maintaimed as regards the 
two departments of the Board of Eduea- 


tomed to speak of Science and Art grants 
as one thing and of Whitehall grants as 
another, 
is perpetuating that distinction, because | 
this is a grant, not under the Act of 1870, | 


formerly called the Science and Art grant. 


that if it were to he done at all it should 
have been done directly and explicitly ; 

it should have been stated and explained ; | 

and I should have preferred to see it done 
rather by legislation than by a process | 
of this kind. The right hon. Gentleman 
is curing one defect by creating another. 

What the © Cockerton judgment said 
was that secondary education was not 
to be paid for out of elementary grants. 
What the right hon. Gentleman is going 
to do is to give elementary education 
out of secondary grants, because a part 
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Surely it is entirely a new thing | 
to take the money for these new schools | 


under the category of what | 


tion. To a large extent they work 
independently. We have been accus- | 


and the right hon. Gentleman | 
from certain excellent schools which are 


but of a type represented by what we | 
This is quite a new thing, and I think | 


| session ; 


| 
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of this education will be elementary, 
but the grants will be secondary. He is, 





school | therefore, going as far over the ‘boundary 


| in one direction as the school board went 
|in another. 
| Another question is this: If we are 
| going to turn the corner of the Act of 
|1870 in this ray for evening schools, 
|why not for day schools? I hardly 
suppose the right hon. Gentleman in- 
tends to get rid of the restrictions of the 
| Education Act of 1870. I do not charge 
him with endeavouring to do so; he has 
explained quite candidly what he intends 
ito do as regards this particular grant. 
| But if we are to get round the provisions 
of the Act of 1870 by putting money 
down under different heads, why may not 
‘that be done with regard to other 
schools also? It is well known that this 
Minute hascreated a great deal of disquiet. 


1870, but now it is to be voted outside | Only to-day there was put into my 


hand a memorial from the Lancashire 
and Cheshire Union of Mechanics Insti- 
‘tutes, in the different schools connected 
| with which there are about 140,000 
| pupils, expressing great alarm and dis- 
| quiet with regard to this Minute. It is a 
| pity the Board of Education did not 
/at an earlier stage take steps to allay 
ithis anxiety. Although we now know 
| pretty well what the right hon. Gentle- 
man intends, I think this debate has been 
quite necessary in order to clear up 
matters which previously were doubtful. 

If the hon. Member goes to a division 
on this question I shall support him on 
‘three grounds. I shall support him, 


| in the first place, on the ground that this 


Minute will withdraw a sum of money 
| doing good work; secondly, because it 
seems to me to be too previous to be 
introduced, before the oceasion for it had 
arisen, and to be in anticipation of legisla- 
tion which will not be proposed until next 
and, thirdly, because it appears 
to me to be a device for obtaining in a 
'round-about way that which, if desirable, 
it would have been better to secure by a 
direct method. 


Sir J. GORST: Before this debate 
concludes, it will be only respectful to the 
Committee if I make a few observations 
in reply to the speeches which have been 

rn S ‘ 
made. The right hon. Gentleman op- 
posite has submitted : avery extraordinary 
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view of political morality. He said that, 
although the rates might not be spent in 
carrying on a certain kind of school 
because such expenditure was illegal, 
vet it might be pertectly justifiable 


Al 


{COMMONS} 


ior the Board of Education to spend | 


the Vote of Parliament upon the main- 
tenance of schools which the courts of law 
have pronounced to be illegal: 


Mr. BRYCE: No. 


Sir J. GORST: They have pronounced 
them to be illegal. 


Mr. BRYCE: They had said that the 
rates are not to be applied to them, which 
is quite a different thing. 


Sir J. GORST: They have asserted 
that they are not public elementary 
schools. Therefore, if the Board of 
Education had gone on preserving these 
evening continuation schools, and had 
paid grants under the Evening Con- 
tinuation Schools Code, it would have 
been paying grants to the schools which 
the Courts have pronounced to be illegal. 


Mr. BRYCE: You are going to allow 
the local authorities to authorise the 
school board to do this for another year. 
If you are going to allow the local 
authority to authorise it, why should not 
Parliament authorise it ? 


sir J. GORST: The right hon. Gen- 
tleman is speaking as though there were 
no evening schools except those under 
the school board, whereas there are 
evening schools conducted by other 
bodies. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
has fallen into another fallacy which 
seems to be prevalent in the minds of 
hon. Members on that side of the House— 
namely, that there are two kinds of 
grants—South Kensington and White- 
hall grants. There is no such thing. 
They are all grants of the Board of 


Education, and the Board of Education | 


makes those grants under the terms in 
which the money is voted by this Com- 
mittee. This Committee votes some 
sums of money which the Board of Edu- 
cation are bound by the terms of the vote 
to spend in a particular way. Other 
sums are voted in the spending of which 
the Board are under no restrictions, 
except that of obtaining Treasury sanc- 
Sir J. Gorst. 


_ then 
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tion; and they may be devoted to the 
promotion of education in almost any 
way they choose. I can assure the right 
hon. Gentleman that there will be no 
grants paid out of any sum voted by this 
Committee for public elementary educa- 
tion to schools which have been pro- 
nounced to be illegal. 

After the very exhaustive explana- 
tions which I gave the Committee 
in the course of the speech of the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell, I have 
really nothing more to say on the points 
raised. I dare say some hon. 
Members were not satisfied with my 
answers, but I have stated fully and 
clearly the view of the Board of Education 
upon these matters, and I will not trouble 
the Committee by repeating my state- 
ments. There are two matters outside 
this Minute, however, which have been 
referred to. The noble Lord the Member 
for the Cricklade Division asked me about 
the training colleges. If I had had an 
opportunity earlier in the session of 
making a statement to the House, I 
should have had a good deal to say on 
this subject. I can only assure the noble 
Lord that the Board of Education are 
fully alive to the extreme importance ot 
this matter, and they recognise as fully 
as he does the necessity of additional 
accommodation. I can promise that 
every effort shall be made to extend both 
the residential and the day training 
colleges as opportunity arises, and I hope 
when the new authority for secondary 
education is created great progress will 
be made in the important matter of the 
training of teachers through the instru- 
mentality of that authority. The hon. 
Member for the Keighley Division spoke 
on the question of higher education. 
There, again, I should like to have spoken 
at greater length on what has been done 
by the Board of Education in reference 
to that subject. While I agree that the 
importance of elementary education 
vastly outweighs that of any other kind 
of education in the interest of the people 
of the country, yet higher education 
ought to engage and has engaged our 
attention. I can assure the hon. Member 
that no effort will be omitted on the part 
of the Board of Education to improve such 
schools as exist, and to spread the schools 
and colleges which give this higher 


,technical and scientific instruction. 
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have only one more word to say, and that | answer to that is that if they do lose it 
is with regard to the subject of physical will be because either the instruction 
instruction. There never has been any | given is of a very low order, or the atten- 
grant made out of the Exchequer for | dance in the schools is very irregular. 
physical instruction as such. ' Under the Minute, even if only the most 
' rudimentary subjects are taken, a scholar 

x. MACNAMARA: A special grant. | who attends regularly during the session 
{can earn a grant of as much as 24s. I 

Sir J. GORST: Never. What has | think a system of grants under which a 
happened is this. There has been a fixed | scholar learning nothing but elementary 
grant made for the hours during which | subjects can earn as much as that cannot 
a school is open, and during those hours | be said to be one of which the managers 
physical instruction was allowed to be | of schools have any great reason to 
given, so that indirectly, but not directly, | complain. | Moreover, I think that 
physical instruction did obtain a grant. | amount is as much as it is the interest 
of the nation to pay out of the Con- 

Dr. MACNAMARA: Will that go on! solidated Fund. The Board of Educa- 
in future ? tion have to look at this matter from 
}a national point of view. To get young 

Sm J. GORST: No; we have abol-| people into the schools for any purpose 
| 
| 


D 


ished altogether the fixed grant, because | whatever—to amuse themselves, to see 
of the abuses to which it gave rise. 1) magic lantern entertainments, to dance, 
will tell the hon. Member what those | or to go through physical exercises—is 
abuses were. Schools were allowed to}a most admirable thing. I have the 
reckon for the fixed grant every single | greatest respect and admiration for those 
hour that a scholar attended. If a| philanthropic gentlemen who, like the 
scholar attended only one hour in the }hon. Member opposite, devote themselves 
whole year, that one hour was reckoned |to that work. The Board of Education, 
in the attendance, and obtained the fixed | however, have to look at this matter 
grant. That was a very great abuse, | from a very much colder point of view. 
because it led to extremely irregular | They have to consider the interests of the 
attendance. It was to the interest of State. They are spending, not their 
school managers to scoop into the school |} own money, but that of the taxpayers, 
half a dozen children, even if they were 'and the question they have to put to 
there only for an hour, without any real | themselves is—Is it to the interest of 
regard to the interest of the school or to | the taxpayer that money should be given 
the reality of the instruction given. A} for the purposes of that which is taught 
great number of scholars were brought | and practised in these evening schools ? 
into the school in thisirregular manner, | The conclusion to which the Board have 
for the purpose of earning the fixed grant. | come is that it does promote the interest 
When the Board of Education were en- | of the State, and that it is to the interest 
deavouring to improve these evening | of the taxpayer that the money provided 
continuation schools, one of the first) by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
things necessary was to secure earnest-| for evening schools should be spent 
ness and regularity of attendance, and to in the promotion of real serious instruc- 
deliver the schools from the practice of , tion, and that it ought not to be frittered 
bringing in stray pupils simply for the away in providing mere amusements, 
purpose of earning the fixed grant. We however innocent or desirable, but that 
therefore determined to abolish the fixed all the funds which are entrusted to us 
grant altogether, and in its place to give by Parliament should be reserved for 
an augmented variable grant—that is, | the purpose of promoting in these schools 
an augmented grant varying according that real, solid, and sound instruction 
to the time actually spent by the teachers, which isso much wanted. 
in giving and the scholars in receiving | 
real substantial education. The hon.) Question put. 
Member for Halifax said that some of the | 
schools with which he is connected would | The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102 ; 
lose money under this Minute. My | Noes, 173. (Division List No. 376.) 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ailen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) | 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. | 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M.( Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan- Cardigan) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duffy, William J. 
Edwards, Frank 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manc’r) | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) | 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


| Dyke,Rt.Hon.SirWilliamHart 


| Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne ! 





{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Gilhooly, James 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John | 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John. 


| Harrington, Timothy 


Hayden, John Patrick 
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O’Connor, James(Wicklow,W, 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


' ©’ Dowd, John 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- , 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Reddy, M. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W.(Salop.) | 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Leamy, Edmund 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
Mooney, John J. 


0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John U. 


| Sinclair,CaptJohn(lorfarshire 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Havold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) | 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
| 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid | 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


NOES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


| Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
| Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
| Chapman, Edward 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


| Cranborne, Viscount 


Cust, Henry John C. 

| Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirH oratioD(Chatham 
Delany, William 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 








Finch, George H. 


Tully, Jasper 
Ure, Alexander 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whitley and Mr. Helme 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Sir Michael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, HnJ.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon.RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse,Henry (Somerset, E, 
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Hope,J.F’. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
HowardJohn(KentFaversham 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 
Lambton,Hon. FrederickWm 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lock w ood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 





Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, Cc. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lucas, Col. Francis ( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) | 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirHE(W igt’ n | 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, ‘Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w | 
Morrell, George Herbert 


{30 Juty 1901} 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
ae eee William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Ss. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie,Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
| Robertson, Herbert Hackney) 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
| Round, James 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 


' Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir CharlesG.E. ( Notts. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George’ 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


EAST INDIA LOAN (GREAT INDIAN 


PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES). 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : This is a proposal to give effect 
to a decision arrived at last session, with 
the unanimous assent of the House, 
that the Indian Government should 
acquire possession of the Great Indian 
Peninsula Railway, subject to certain 
conditions, one of which was that they 
should pay off the particular debeneures 
attaching to the railway. Certain of 


those debentures become due in the first 
half of next year, and all that this pro- 
posal enables the Indian Government 
to do is to make the necessary pre- 
parations for paying off those debentures 
as they become due. The arrange- 
ment. is a beneficial one to the Indian 
Government, as they will be able to raise 
the money at a lower rate of interest 
than that now charged on the debentures. 


Motion made, and Question put, 
“That it is expedient to authorise the 
Secretary of State in Council of India 
to raise in the United Kingdom any 
sum or sums of money, not exceeding 
£3,220,900, for paying off or redeeming 
debentures of the Great Indian Penin- 
sula Railway Company on the security 
of the Revenues of India, and to make 
provision for the purposes relating 
thereto.” —(Secretary Lord George Hamil- 
ton.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 43. (Division List No. 377.) 


188 ; 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Allen, Chas.P. (Glouc.,Stroud) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Arrol, Sir William 
Asher, Alexander 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | ar wrage ay e (Warwick,S.W. 


Balfour, Rt Hn A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Carlille, William Walter 





Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigau 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJd (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hon. EdwardAlgernon | 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Boland, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 


Fuller, J. M. 
Gardner, haat 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans-\T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.\Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton,Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’donderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 


Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath,James.(Staffords,N. W.) 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hope, J. .\Shetheld, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversh’m 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


| Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Levy, Maurice 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lough, Thomas 

Lucas, Col. Francis Lowestoft) 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim, E. 
M‘Killop, J. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edw. Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 


NOES, 


Cullinan, J. 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
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| Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, E. J.C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Grakam 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer,RtHnC.R. (Northants 
Stanley Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John i 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 


' Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, ” James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Harrington, Timothy 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
MGovern, T. 

Mooney, John T. 
Murphy, John 





Nannetti, Jose 
Nolan, Joseph 


O’Brien, P. J. 


O’Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor 


Resolved, That it is expedient to autho- 
rise the Secretary of State in Council of 
India to raise in the United Kingdom 
any sum or sums of money, not exceeding 
£3,220,900, for paying off or redeeming 
debentures of the Great Indian Penin- 
sula Railway Company on the security 
of the Revenues ot India, and to make 
provision for the purposes relating 
thereto. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


{PACIFIC CABLE (MONEY. 





Considered in Committee : 
(In the Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to make provision 
for the construction and working of a 
Pacific Cable and to authorise the issue, 
out of the Consolidated Fund, of such 
sums not exceeding £2,000,000 »s may 
be required for such purpose, and for the 
repayment of any temporary loan raised 
for the same purpose ; to authorise the 
Treasury to borrow money for the issue 
and repayment of such sums by means 
of terminable annuities the principal 
and interest of which shall be charged 
on the Consolidated Fund ; and to autho- 
tise the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of the annual 


{30 JuLy 1901} 


| O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid | 


; O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 
O’Donnell, J. (Mayo, 8.) 
| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Mara, James 
Power, Patrick Joseph 





(Money). 68% 


{ Reddy, M. 
Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tully, Jasper 


ph P. 
(Louth, South) | 


(Tipperary, N.) | 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


(Mayo, N.) 


that was setting in in the British Parlia- 
ment. Ministers had reached such a 
condition of mind that they apparently 
thought it a matter of no concern what 
they asked the House to do in the way 
of imposing fresh responsibilities on the 
country. ‘lo emphasise his opinion he 
moved to report progress. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘ That the Chairman do report progress, 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury could not explain 
the Bill on the motion to report progress. 
His hon. friend would have risen to 
introduce the resolution had it not been 
forthe fact that he himself had given the 
House an outline of the scheme recently 
when making his statement as to the 
remaining work of the session. This 
was merely a preliminary resolution to 
enable the Government to bring in the 


Bill. 


Mr. DILLON was quite prepared to 
withdraw his motion so that an explana- 
tion could be made. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 





expenses of the Pacific Cable.”—(Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) protested 
against the Committee being asked to 
consider such enormous money resolu- 
tions at that hour of the morning. 
Members were asked, without a word of 
explanation, to pass a resolution saddling 
this country with a charge of £2,000,000. 
It was a striking illustration of the 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): As my 
right hon friend has already explained, 
this is merely an enabling resolution 
upon which we may found a Bill, which, 
of course, the House will have the usual 
opportunities of discussing. The object 
ot the Bill is to provide for the construe. 
tion and working and management of an 
all-British cable between Vancouver and 





gravity of the progressive demoralisation 


VOL. XCVIII. [FourtH SErItEs.] 


Australia. It has arisen out of ap- 


2B 
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proaches made to this country by some | 


of our great self-governing colonies, and 
it is of special interest and importance 
because it is the first occasion, I think, on 
which this country has been invited by 
these colonies to unite with them in a 
great undertaking of this kind. It has 
been agreed between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Governments of 
these colonies—that is to say, of the 
Dominion of Canada, New South Wales, 
Queensland, Victoria, and New Zealand 
—that this country should advance a 
capita! sum amounting to £2,000,000 for 
the construction of the cable from Van- 
couver to New Zealand and Queensland, 
touching only at British possessions, and 
that the charges incurred in respect of 
the capital and of the working of the cable 
in excess of the receipts from that 
working should be borne as to five- 
eighteenths by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, and as to the remaining thirteen- 
eighteenths by the colonies concerned. 
The Bill provides for the raising of this 
money, and for the establishment of a 
board which is to supervise the con- 
struction of the cable and to have the 
management of it after it is constructed. 
That board is to consist of three repre- 
sentatives of His Majesty's Government, 
two representatives of the Dominion of 
Canada, two representatives of the 
Governments of Australia, and a repre- 
sentative of the Government of 
Zealand. All the colonial Legislatures 
have already passed the necessary legisla- 
tion undertaking their respective shares 
of the obligation, and I have now to ask 
this Committee to assent to the resolu- 
tion which has been put from the Chair, 
in order that His Majesty's Government 
may fulfil their share of the obligation. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


fordshire, Lichfield) asked why the money | 


was to be raised by terminable annuities. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
order that it may be paid off in a reason- 
able time. This is the usual and the 
only preceeding which ensures that 
course being followed. 
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New | 





(Money). 684 

Mr. DILLON contended that this was 
a new policy, involving a great departure 
from the long-established practice of the 
country. Why in this, as in so many 
other matters concerning the develop- 
ment of the Empire, of which they heard 
so much, were the unfortunate taxpayers 
of this country to bear the risk of the 
burden? If this policy was to be 
launched it should be a matter of joint 
responsibility between this country and 
the colonies concerned. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
suppose it is my fault, and that I did not 
make it clear. We have undertaken to 
raise the capital, but we are responsible 
only for five-eighteenths of it. As re- 
gards the whole of the remainder, the 
different colonies concerned undertake 
to bear all the charges—-the interest, 
sinking fund, and so on—and, in that 
porportion, any excess of expenditure 
over receipts which may occur in the 
early working of the cable. 


Mr. DILLON said the reply of the 
hon. Member only showed the absolute 
absurdity of asking the Committee to 


pass such resolutions without their 
having been put on the Paper. Under 


the resolution as put from the Chair, 
this country undertook the entire obliga- 
tion. It was said that the resolution was 
only a preliminary matter. The same 
thing was said with regard to the Loan 
Bill resolution, and yet before that Bill 
was passed the whole of the £60,000,000 
Consols had been issued and taken up by 
the market. The preliminary stage was 
really the binding stage, and he should 
resist any attempt torush such proposal 
through after midnight without a 
pretext or adequate discussion. He 
moved to report progress. 


Motion made, and Question put, 
“That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again. — 


(Mr. Dillon.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 64; 
Noes, 151. (Division List No. 378.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | Boland, John 


| 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
| Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 


Asher, Alexander 
Ur. Austen Chamberlain. 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Josep 
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MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

| Mooney, John J. 

| Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) | 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. | 

; Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Mara, James 


NOES. 


Dyke,Rt. Hon.SirWiiliamHart | 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson, RtHonSirJ(Mance’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes | 
FitzRoy, HonEdwardAlgernon | 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S.W. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj.Evans (T’rHaml’s 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury | 
' Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
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Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
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Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. | Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- | Trnners ror THE Nors— Sir 
Willox, Sir John Archibald | Wrightson, Sir Thomas | William Walrond and Mr. 
Wills, Sir Frederick | Wylie, Alexander Anstruther. 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R. | Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George | 


Original Question again proposed. _, of the Government when they have 


_ allowed us to bring forward the Bill. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) | - as . 
opposed the resolution on the ground | Mr. HARRINGTON said the policy 
that it would add to the rapidly mounting | to be embodied in the Bill contained a 


bill towards which Ireland would have principle to which the House had never 
to contribute more than her share, | Ye been committed. Public money 


although she would receive neither WS about to be used to interfere with 
directly nor indirectly any benefit from | Private enterprise. Many interests in 
the proposal. Notwithstanding the fact the country would be touched, and 
that the major part of the advantages doubtless the scheme would be hotly 
accruing from the cable would go to the criticised. Some particulars ought surely 
colonies, the colonies were taking on ‘® be given. Was there to be a special 
themselves only a small fraction of the tariff? Was the enormous amount of 
responsibility. Why was this proposal ™oney which British citizens had already 
brought forward at this particular time, sunk in private cable undertakings to be 
when the country was so overburdened ? Jeopardised merely to satisfy the senti- 
It was surely not a matter of such urgency ment of a few faddists in the colonies? 
that it could not wait another session, He could understand the Government 
He hoped the debate would be kept on Proposing to have a cable to be used only 
until six o'clock as a protest against the for Governmental or public purposes, 
scandalous manner in which the tax- >Ut this was to be a competing com- 
payers were being overburdened and mercial cable, to interfere with the exist- 
the finances of the country ruined by 128 commercial cable. It was not to be 


the mismanagement of the present — Pong eg ‘a ordinary Np 
Government. mercial lines, but by nominees of the 


Governments concerned, doubtless with 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) complained large salaries attaching to their positions. 
that the details of the proposal were THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
absolutely new to the House. This cable CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacnu, Bristol, 
was to go from one colony to another, W.): No. 

and one would have thought a paper 

would have been presented showing the Mr. HARRINGTON said that that 
advantages to be derived from the cable, made the matter worse, as the companies 
and the relative benefits to the colonies would be placed under yet greater dis- 
and Great Britain. abilities. The whole scheme was mon- 
*#%557 | strous and absurd. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- fp LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
bour) thought the Government would the criticisms of the Irish members were 
be well advised in postponing the Vote proper criticisms on the proposal, but 
until the Committee had the Bill before | the matter really could not be discussed 
them. «| until the Bill had been brought in. It 

| was a rule of the House that was never 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bill can-| broken that such a resolution must be 
not be printed and brought to the notice | passed before they could see the Bill. 
of the House until the Committee have |The Committee had been told that Bills 
passed this preliminary resolution. This had already passed the various colonial 
is not a Vote in Committee of Supply, | parliaments, and therefore he thought 
and it commits the House to no expen-| the preliminary stage might very well 
diture whatever. Hon. Members will | be allowed to be taken without further 
be in a much better position to appreciate | discussion, although he fully agreed that 
and, if they wish, to object to the policy | the policy of the Government must be 
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very closely watched when they had the 
Bill with full particulars before them. 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
contended that the Government had no 
claim at all to have the resolution passed) 
that night. He suggested that they 
should withdraw the resolution and 
abandon the idea of dealing with the 
matter this session. This was admittedly 
a very important subject raising large 
questions of policy. If in the view of the 
Government it was an urgent matter, 
why was it not brought forward at an 


{30 JuLy 1901} 





earlier period of the session? It was 
most improper that such a scheme should 
be produced at the fag end of a session | 
which had been a fairly long one, and one 
in which many subjects that ought to 
have been discussed had been shelved. 
Not only had sufficient time not been 





given to the consideration of ordinary 
Irish Supply to permit of adequate dis- 
cussion of the methods of government in 
Ireland, but Irish Bills, which the 
Government themselves said were neces- 
sary, dealing with admitted grievances, 
had been put on one side. Notwith- 
standing these facts, a scheme raising 
large questions of policy was brought 
forward at the last moment. Even con- 
ceding there was any urgency in the 
matter, it was monstrous that the Com- 
mittee should be asked at half-past one 
jn the morning to take the initial step 
which undoubtedly committed them to a 
large extent to the scheme. 





*Str M. HICKS BEACH: The sugges- | 


tion of the hon. Member that this matter 
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( *Str M. HICKS BEACH: And it is 


| necessary for Parliament to supply the 

means for carrying out the contract. 
The hon. Member opposite, in his usual 
manner, suggests that Parliament has 
been treated with contempt. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Yes. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That is not 
so at all. It has been known for months 
past that an arrangement has been made 
with the colonies that this cable should 
be constructed. Questions were asked 
in the House last session, and I believe 
they have been asked this session, as to 
the arrangements made with the colonies. 
It has been perfectly well known through- 
out the country that we have agreed with 
the colonial governments with regard to 
the construction of the cable and the 
general principle upon which the work 
is to be done. The details have been 
partly stated by the Secretary to the 
Treasury, and they will be further stated 
on the Second Reading of the Bill. I 
will undertake that until the House has 
pronounced an opinion on the Bill, and 
until the Bill has become law, no money 
shall be raised by the terminable 
annuities proposed in the resolution. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo referred 
to my action in raising money for the war 


‘loan before the Bill actually became law. 


It has been the practice in former years 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 


raise money for such loans before getting 
the assent of the House of Commons in 








should be postponed for another session 
is impracticable. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Why ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: For the 
simple reason that, acting in concert with 
the colonies, an order has been given and 
the contract made. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Without 
the sanction or knowledge of the House 
of Commons. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Treating the House of Commons with 





contempt. 


any way. I did not do that, however ; 
I obtained the assent of the House to the 
resolution before taking any steps to 
raise the money. But this is not the 
same case. This money is to be raised 
by terminable annuities, but no steps 
shall be taken for that purpose until 
the Bill has become law. It is, however, 
necessary that the Bill should become 
law in order that we may raise the 
money necessary for carrying out the 
contract into which we have entered, 
and which was known to Parliament and 
the country some months ago. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said _ the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
invested the matter with greater im- 
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portance than it before possessed, because 
a pistol was now presented to the House 
of Commons. They were now told they 
must pass this resolution, not because the 
policy was a right one, but because the 
Government, behind the back of Parlia- 
ment, without the knowledge of the 
House of Commons, and without the 
matter having been discussed, had 
entered into a contract which must be 
satisfied. Such proceedings reduced the 
functions of the House of Commons to an 
absolute farce, and every Member who 
desired to reserve to the House the right 
to control the public expenditure and to 
decide upon the public policy of the 
country was bound to make a firm pro- 
test against the action of the Government. 


Mr. DILLON said the country had 
been embarked on-a policy which might 
lead to the spending of many more 
millions of money without the Govern- 
ment having had the common decency 
to allow the House of Commons an 
opportunity of expressing an opinion 
on the matter. In the case of the Loan 


{COMMONS} 
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“ 


Bill the Committee were told that the 
resolution bound the House to nothing, 
but in this matter they were pledged 
even before the resolution was proposed, 
because the contract was already made. 
He had heard of Ministers making 
contracts in pursuance of a well-accepted 
policy, but this was the first time it 
had ever been done without the assent 
of Parliament when it involved a great 
new departure. The Government were 
steadily assuming an authority over the 
finances of the country that was abso- 
lutely inconsistent with the functions of 
the House of Commons. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL rose to continue 
the debate, when Mr. A. J. BALFour rose 
in his place and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question 
be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141; 
Noes, 66. (Division List No. 379.) 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington | 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasThomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | 
Allen, Chas. P (Glouc.,Stroud) | 
Asher, Alexander 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M.( (Edinburgh) | 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crean. Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C 

Douglas, C ste M. (Lanark) | 
Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

farrell, James Patrick 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 


(uestion put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158 ; 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc.,Stroud} 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balfour, RtHon A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt.H ..SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) | 


Brigg, John 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. 
Spear, John Ward 


D. (Strand) 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M’Taggart 


Stroyan, John 


Strutt, Hun. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thornton, Percy M, 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Webb,Colonel William George 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 


| Lough, Thomas 
| Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M:Govern, T. 


Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 


Noes, 44. 


AYES 


Brown, —— M.( Edinburgh) | 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


| Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh.) | 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. HonJ.( (Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbetc, A. Cameron(Glasgow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount | 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl] of 

Davies,Sir HoratioD.\ Chatham 


(Division List No. 








(Money). 


Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyle, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond John E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Tully, Jasper 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


380.) 


Davies, M.Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dickson, C harles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Ex win 
Edwards, Frank 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


| Fergusson,Rt.Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 


F ielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


| Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw ard Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry W illiam 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
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Gordon, HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnG.R.COrmsby-(Salop 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seal e- 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath,James( Staffords.,N.W.) 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent,Favers’m) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, William; Carnarvonshire 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hn. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW . Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol, 8. 
Lough, Thomas 

Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Adjournment of 


Abraham, William \Cork,N.E.) 
Boland, John 

Campceell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Harrington, Timothy 





{COMMONS} 


Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Phillip A. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,{Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Renwick, George 
Ridley,S.Forde( BethnalGreen) 


NOES, 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,M id 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasThomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D, (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


| Stewart,SirMark J.M‘Taggart 
| Stroyan, John 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
| Webb, Colonel William George 


Welby,Sir Charles G.E(Notts.) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley, (York, E. R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Mara, James 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Capt. 
Donelan. 











Resolved, That it is expedient to make 
provision for the construction and 
working of a Pacific Cable and to author- 
ise the issue out of the Consolidated 
Fund of such sums not exceeding 
£2,000,000 as may be required for such 
purpose and for the repayment of any | 
temporary loan raised for the same 
purpose ; to authorise the Treasury to 
borrow money for the issue and repay- 
ment of such sums by means of termin- 
able annuities the principal and interest 
of which shall be charged on the Consoli- 
dated Fund; and to authorise the! 


payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of the annual expenses 
of the Pacific Cable. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


In pursuance of the Order of the 
House of the 22nd day of this instant 
July, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 
without question put. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Two of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | Appendices [by Command] ; to lie upon 

| the Table. 

Wednesday, 31st July, 1901. meine 





| BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 
YTAT | MENT ABSTRACT OF FOREIGN 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | TABOUR STATISTICS. 

| 





| Copy presented, of Second Abstract 
DUBLIN aedeagal OF RATES) of Foreign Labour Statistics [by Com- 
— | mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 
Reasons for disagreeing to the Lords’ | 
Amendments reported, and agreed to. 


To be communicated to the Lords. 


CONCILIATION ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Second Report by 


| 
| the Board of Trade of Proceedings under 


GOLBORNE GAS BILL. ‘the Conciliation Act, 1896 [by Act]; 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. | to lie upon the Table. 
i Lords’ Amendments considered, and | 
y | METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 


arene. | (ACCOUNTS). 

$ DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL (Lords] | Return presented, relative thereto 
2 Read the third time, and passed, with | lordered 11th July; Mr. Grant Law- 
Danniiienainibes | son]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
| printed. [No. 295.] 


LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL | 
[Lords]. 


| 
SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) BILL | MILITARY WORKS [MONEY]. 


# 





sage | Committee to consider of authorising 

As amended, considered ; to be read | the issue out of the Consolidated Fund of 

the third time. | such sums as may be required for the 

‘ b , | purpose of Military Works and Services 

LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. | (King’s Recommendation signified), to- 
Read a second time, and committed. | morrow. —(Lord Sta nley.) 





Speech ind: 


. FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
PETITIONS. WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 


. Pre = Serta Order for Second Reading to-morrow 
a anda — read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


Petition from Lanark, against ; to lie SHOPS - BILL. 


npow the Tame. Order for Second Reading to-morrow 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | Ted, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Skelton and 


risk (*) at the commencement fa 








¢ Brotton ; and Skelton - in - Cleveland SUPPLY. 
: (three), to lie upon the Table. Considered in Committee. 
€ SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON accession | [Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
‘ BILL. Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Petitions against, from Wallasey ; (In the Committee.) 
Liverpool (four); Woodbridge ; Birken- 
head (two) ; and London ; to lie upon the Grant To Lorp RoBErts. 
Table. 
oe King’s Message [29th July] read. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
are SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
QUEEN’S COLLEGE (CORK). E.): I do not think, Sir, it will be neces- 


Copy presented, of Report of the Pre-| sary for me to waste many words either 
sident for the Session 1900-1901, with/|in justifying the general practice, now 
VOL. XCVIII. [Fourtru Seeies.] 2C 
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extending over more than two centuries, | intelligence that we had lost in killed 
by which this House has rewarded those! and wounded over 1,100 men, and 
who either by sea or by land have upheld | among them that gallant officer Lord 
the honour and glory of this country, or Roberts’s only son, too soon taken from 





in justifying the particular application the active service of his country. The 


of that general practice in the case of 


Lord Roberts. In truth it is consonant 


very next day, on Saturday, the 1th, we 
sent for Lord Roberts ; on the following 


with the feeling of national gratitude Saturday he was on the high seas, and 
that we should take these occasions, as | three weeks afterwards, on the 10th of 


we have constantly done, to mark our 
sense of the great services which from 
time to time have been rendered to us by 
our generals and by our admirals. Marl- 
borough, Hawke, Rodney, St. Vincent, 
Collingwood, Nelson, Wellington, to come 
down to no later period, are names that 
at once suggest themselves among those 
who have earned the gratitude of the 
country, and among those to whom the 
country has not proved itself ungrateful. 
And besides this catalogue of names, 
which are on the lips of every Englishman, 
and which are enshrined in the hearts of 
all those to whom the glories of our 
country are dear, there are a large multi- 
tude of men distinguished in their own 
time who have rendered great services 
by sea or by land, who have held brilliant 
commands and won brilliant actions, 
whose names are now better known to 
the students of military history as well 
as to the general public. It is a long 
and illustrious list ; and I think when we 
have added, as I doubt not we shall add, 
this afternoon, the name of Lord Roberts 
to that list, we shall have done something 
to augment the glorious character of 
that which is already so glorious. 

The events on which we base this 
claim of Lord Roberts to national grati- 
tude are so fresh in the memory of the. 
country and of the House, that it is not 
necessary for me to do more than briefly 
recapitulate the leading incidents of that 
brilliant six months which made so great 
a change in the aspect of affairs in South 
Africa. I remember well the series of 
disastrous incidents which immediately 
preceded Lord Roberts's appointment as 
Commander-in-Chief in South Africa. 
It was onthe 10th of December we heard 
the news of the Stormberg reverse. On 
the 11th we heard the news of the 
Magersfontein reverse. On Friday, the 
15th, we heard the news of the Colenso 
reverse. That disastrous news was, I 
remember, brought to us late on the 
Friday night, with the melancholy 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


January, he had arrived at Cape Town. 
What was the situation when Lord 
Roberts arrived at Cape Town ! Three 
English generals were apparently help- 
less in face of the armed positions occupied 
| by the Boers. Three towns on English 
soil were beleaguered by hostile forces. 
| Three great reverses had befallen three 
English generals. About 11,000 of the 
best troops of this country were entangled 
in Ladysmith; and the number of 
troops on the high seas destined to 
‘reinforce our arms was at that moment 
not of such magnitude, measured by 
mere numbers, as promised any great 
change in the military situation. And 
if any touch was required to complete 
the gloomy picture which I have been 
endeavouring to paint, it is that up to 
that date every single engagement had 
been fought on British soil, and not a 
single British soldier had as yet crossed 
the frontiers of the invading States. The 
Cape Dutch, or some of them, in certain 
districts, were, to say the least, restless. 
The native difficulty, always present in 
South Africa, had to be taken _ into 
account ; for, loyal as the natives had 
proved themselves to British rule, in 
mere self-defence, and for mere purposes 
of self-protection, it was impossible to 
expect that they should remain loyal to 
that rule if and when it became plain 
that the British flag was no longer to be 
a protection to those who owned alle- 
giance to it. The problem with which 
| Lord Roberts had to deal was not, of 
course, a simple military problem of con- 
flict between bodies of men equally 
}matched in numbers and in situation. 
He had to deal with difficulties greater 
than those of mere numbers. He had 
to deal with a country which, from the 
military point of view, may be described 
in regard to a large part of the area as 
| practically a desert ; because it does not 
/contain, and never has contained, the 
supplies necessary to support an army, 
| which, therefore, has to be fed entirely 
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Lord Roberts. 
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from the base. The character of the / of time, not to speak of the loss of men, 


country thus presented difficulties not 
unknown in the history of warfare, and 
the character of a country has over and 
over again proved disastrous to the most 
courageous, disciplined, and best led 
troops. But in this case it had this 
further difiiculty—that, while it did not 
contain the supplies necessary for the 
maintenance of an invading host, it was 
covered by positions of great natural 
strength, which lent themselves to the 
peculiar tactics of an enemy whose 
mobility, ability of covering long dis- 
tances, and power of employing the rifle 
have made him in his own country one 
of the most formidable foes with which 
any organised force has ever had to deal. 
The great space to be covered, the great 
difficulties of supply, the great distance 
from the base, the unequalled mobility 
of the enemy, and the character of the 
country— these were thedifficulties which 
Lord Roberts would have had under any 
circumstances to face, and which any 
general might have been proud success- 
fully to overcome. In addition to all 
these difficulties, Lord Roberts had to 
see to the relief of Kimberley, of Lady- 
smith, and of Mafeking, well knowing 
that the fall, at all events of the first two 
of these places, would prove a most 
disastrous blow to British prestige in 
South Africa. 

Now, Sir, what was the course which 
Lord Roberts, under these circum- 
stances, adopted? I suppose that any 
strategistamong us would havesuggested, 
and probably rightly suggested, that the 
proper course to pursue was to drive a 
wedge in between the eastern force 
beleaguering Ladysmith and the western 
force besieging Kimberley, to threaten 
Bloemfontein and the communications 
of the Boer generals, and by so doing to 
compel the relief by indirect means of the 
two imperilled garrisons. That, un- 
doubtedly, was the proper strategy, 
and it was the strategy adopted by Lord 
Roberts. But, had he adopted it in the 
simple form of attempting to go up the 
central railway towards Bloemfontein, 
the inevitable result would have) 
been that he would have found the 


enemy astride the railway in position 
after position, and while, no doubt, Lord | 
Roberts would have been able eventually 
to overcome those difficulties, the length 


which such a course would have entailed 
would have seriously imperilled—to put 
it no higher—the safety of the army at 
Ladysmith and of the garrison at 


Kimberley. Lord Roberts adopted a 
bolder, more difficult, more origi- 
nal, and more successful form 


of strategy. With the utmost secrecy, 
and at the same time with the utmost 
expedition, he accumulated a foree, with 
the necessary supplies, on the Modder 
River. He determined to abandon the 
line of railway altogether; and, braving 
the difficulties necessarily involved in 
crossing, with a large army, barren and 
inhospitable regions, where food and 
water were alike diftieult of acquisition, 
to march between General Cronje and 
the force on the east, and by that strategic 
operation to compel the relief both of 
Ladysmith and of Kimberley. It was a 
bold move, and might have failed. For, 
after all, the position of a force having to 
depend entirely upon ox-wagons for 
transport, and surrounded or opposed to 
an enemy so mobile, and having such 
knowledge of the country and = such 
special means of information, must 
inevitably carry with it hazards and 
dangers. Had Lord Roberts failed, had 
he been compelled to retreat, while the 
retreat might have been, and I doubt 
not would have been, a brilliant military 
feat of arms, as some of the greatest feats 
of arms by some of the greatest generals 
the world has seen have been in the 
nature of a retreat, it would undoubtedly 
have marked a most disastrous turning 
point in the South African drama. 

I will not remind the House of the 
great success which crowned this muaster- 
movement, or the surrender of General 
Cronje ; and the other battles that took 


| place at that period, with the final march 


to Bloemfontein, are all fresh in the 
memory of the House. But if people 
want to realise how great were the 
services rendered by Lord Roberts to his 
country at that critical time in our his- 
tory, let them put themselves for a 
moment in the position of one of the 


'enemy’s generals, let us say, on the 


10th of February, a month after Lord 
Roberts had landed at Cape Town. | 
think any Boer general would then have 
said he held all the cards in his hand. 
2C 2 
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The Boer forces occupied defensive posi- 
tions from which it was almost im- | 


possible to turn them. General Buller 


to the south of the Tugela, General | 


White in Ladysmith, were caught in 
toils from which it seemed hardly possible 
that any skill or any bravery could 
extricate them. The tall of Kimberley 


seemed a matter of days, or, at all events, | 


of weeks. Under those circumstances 
it could not but be that the Boer generals 
would feel that they could withstand 
any advance which it was in Lord 
Roberts’s power to make until they had 
inflicted upon British arms a disaster 
which I am glad to think this country 
has been spared. That would have been 
the conjecture—by no means an over- 
sanguine one—of the Boer generals on 
the 10th of February. In three weeks 
or less that dream was shattered, and the 
whole plan of the enemy had been de- 
stroyed. Kimberley was relieved, Lady- 
smith was relieved, General Cronje had 
surrendered. The British force had 
driven itself like a wedge between the 
eastern and western forces of the enemy, 
and for the first time since the beginning 
of the war British soldiers had success- 
fully invaded those who had begun by 
invading them, and the tide of battle 
was thrown back never, I think, to 
return. It will be remembered that if 
anything could have added to the difti- 
culties of Lord Roberts, it was that this 
brilliant operation had, partly through a 
military accident, to be conducted on 
very short supplies of food, and that 
the men engaged in this historic enter- 
prise—an heroic enterprise carried to a 
successful conclusion—were men fight- 
ing upon half or upon quarter rations, 
fighting cheerfully as well as fighting 
courageously. 

Aiter Bloemfontein I shall not pursue 
in detail the further military operations 
conducted under Lord Roberts’s guidance. 
They were of a different character, but 
they were not less successful. He him- 
self advanced with a considerable army 
towards Pretoria, while the two wings 
of the force under his command, to the 
west and to the east, extended from end 
to end a distance of not less than 400 
miles. A great operation, admirably 
conducted. The only incident to which 
I need refer in connection with the 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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end Lord Roberts, with the intuition of 
genius, saw that to hesitate before 
occupying Pretoria would entail prob- 
ably a long siege of that place. and all 
the delays consequent upon such opera- 


‘tions, and all the risks in other parts of 


the country which it might bring in its 
train, and he pressed forward on a three 
days march with only three and a; half 
days provisions for his troops, knowing 
that he had not the wherewithal, had he 
been checked in his progress, to feed the 
forces under his command. Even in 
looking back upon it, it seems a great 
risk to take. What must have been the 
cheerful courage of the man who, know- 
ing the dangers he was running, know- 
ing also the incomparable advantages of 
success, if he succeeded, was ready to 
dare his fortunes on a throw? Those 
are the men of whom this country may 
well be proud ; those are the men whom 
this country honours itself in rewarding. 

1 do not think any human being will 
deny that the services which I have 
briefly and most imperfectly endeavoured 
to sketch are well worthy of national 
gratitude. I will not ask whether 
Lord Roberts saved South Africa. That 
is a question which cannot be answered. 
I for my own part will never put a limit 
to the recuperative power of this country. 
I will never ask whether, had it not been. 
for Nelson, we should now be a French 
province ; whether but for Wellington 
Spain and the Continent would have 
remained under the heel of a Napoleonic 
dynasty. These questions may be asked, 
but no one is audacious enough to answer 
them. But this we may say, that, 
had it not been for Lord Roberts, had. 
it not been for the scheme which he 
contrived, had it not been for the courage. 
the foresight, the promptitude, and the 
rapidity with which that scheme was 
carried out—had he shown less ingenuity, 
less secrecy, less strategic ability, less 
of that rapid intuition which enables 
a general to seize the moment—then, 
Sir, I think Kimberley would have 
fallen; I think Mafeking would have 
fallen; | think 11,000 British troops 
would have been starved into surrender 
at Ladysmith. I think the timid in 
South Africa would have joined the 
enemy ; I think the disloyal in South 
Africa would have found the courage: 
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to throw in their lot with the enemies of 
cnow not what the | xpress its warmes ation 
Ik t what the | in expressing its warmest admirat 


their Sovereign. 
econsequences of that would have been. 
I do not know with what eyes foreign 
nations would have looked upon us. 
1 do not know what price we should 
have had to pay for national humiliation 
and loss of prestige. We might have 
recovered it. J believe we should have 
recovered. But at the cost of what 
national exhaustion, at the cost of what 
national sacrifice! Overcoming diftficul- 
ties how great ; dealing with obstacles 
apparently how insurmountable ! From 


all that we have been saved bv the | 


genius of the man whom I now ask the 
House of Commons to reward. And 
surely, as we ask our soldiers to fight 
our battles without mixing themselves 
up with those political considerations 
with which we have to deal, without 
judging of the rights or the wrongs, the 
justices or the injustices, the expediencies 
or the inexpediencies of the course 
which they are asked to pursue—surely, 
as we make this demand upon them, we 
may on this occasion forget those differ- 
ences of opinion with regard to South 
Africa whieh have so long divided us 
and have produced such bitter conflicts 
within these walls, and all join unani- 
mously without question. I have sug- 
gested the generous course. It is for 
-hon. Gentlemen to decide how far they 
should follow it. That, at all events, 
is the course I earnestly recommend to 
the House as most consistent with our 
honour, the honour of the country, 
and with the gratitude which we owe 
to one of the greatest of its servants. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £100,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to be issued 
to Field Marshal Earl Roberts of Kan- 
dahar, K.G., K.P., G.C.B, GCAS.L, 
G.C.LE., V.C., Commander- in - Chief 
of His Majesty’s Forces, in recognition 
of his eminent services during the war 
in South Africa.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
{Stirling Burghs): Sir, the proposal 


which the right hon. Gentleman has 
submitted to the Committee is the natural 
sequel of the action taken by the House 
‘of Commons during the last two years 
An voting Supplies for this war. The 


{31 Juty 1901} 





Lord Roberts. 706 


/ Committee, I am sure, will gladly join 


of Lord Roberts, of his character and 
|his career, and its high appreciation 
jof his great services during this war. 
At a moment of great difficulty he as- 
/sumed the supreme command in South 
| Africa. I will not add anything to the 
|elaborate account which the right hon. 
| Gentleman has given of the history and 
|strategv of the campaign. But un- 
| doubtedly if we were delivered from the 
| difficulty in which we then found our- 
| selves it is in a very large measure due, 
not only to Lord Roberts’s direction of 
‘affairs, but also to that spirit which 
throughout his military service he has 
always been able to evoke, perhaps 
in a degree exceeding that of any other 
soldier in the Army, or in the part of 
the Army under his command. And | 
think that we must not forget the 
circumstances in which Lord Roberts 
went to South Africa and undertook 
this great task. The word “ sacrifice ” 
is not one to be used when we are speak- 
ing of a soldier, and no one is more 
saturated with the qualities of a soldier 
than Lord Roberts, because a soldier 
goes where his duty calls him at the 
word of command, without any after- 
thought or consideration of himseli 
But Lord Roberts was an old man; 
and he was at that moment suffering 
under one of the most terrible blows that 
cam fall upon anyone in the loss of a 
gallant son who gave his life on the 
field of battle. Therefore, although as I 
say the word “ sacrifice ” does not enter 
into the considerations of any soldier, 
we may at least find something in it to 
add to our gratitude. Lord Roberts 
deserves our warmest recognition, and 
such full reward as precedent seems to 
prescribe. I have no doubt, therefore, 
that the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman will be accepted by the 
Committee. The only observation that 
I imagine may be made is this, that the 
war is not over, and that action of this 
sort ought to be postponed until that 
consummation is attained. But I would 
point out at least that Lord Roberts’s 
part in the war is over; and it is, no 
doubt, on that view that the Govern- 
ment have acted in making this proposal. 
I have nothing more to say except to 
|express the certainty that the country 
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will retain the fullest sense of the grati- 
tude which it owes to Lord Roberts: 
and that that feeling will be existent 
amongst our successors in all the ages 
to come. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Sir, [ am 
a countryman of Lord Roberts, and when 
I heard the First Lord of the Treasury 
describe in powerful language the gravity 
of the crisis in which this Empire was 
involved when Lord Roberts was sum- 
moned to the assistance of the Govern- 
ment, I could not help thinking it a re- 
markable fact that, tor a second time 
in the century, when the fortunes of your 
Empire were at their lowest ebb, you had 
to come to Ireland for a general for your 
forees. It would have naturally been 
expected that for the benches around 
me, crowded as they are by representa- 
tives of the{countrymen of Lord Roberts, 
this occasion would be one of pride and 
gratification. I think it is a cireum- 
stance well worthy of the consideration 
of English statesmen that no such feeling 
exists amongst us on these benches, and 
that we, who are the countrymen of Lord 
Roberts, can have no share or part in the 
eulogies which have been poured out on 
him by British statesmen, and that we 
can have no share or part in granting 
him the reward which this House is 
asked to vote to him. Nir, before I state 
the grounds for this condition of feeling— 
and in this matter I speak for all the 
Nationalist representatives—may I be 
permitted to remonstrate against the 
language used by the First Lord of the 
Treasury in describing this achievement 
ot Lord Roberts? I must confess I 
listened to him with amazement, and 
for some moments | felt a doubt creeping 
into my mind as to whether the right 
hon. Gentleman was not speaking ironi- 
cally, and poking fun at Lord Roberts. 
The right hon. Gentleman recited to the 
House a long catalogue of the names of 
men who, whatever we may think of their 
character or achievements, will go down 
through the stream of history as men 
illustrious in the art of war, and great 
saviours of their country in time of 
trial. The right hon. Gentleman re- 
ferred in succession to the Duke of 
Marlborough, Lord Nelson, Lord St. 
Vincent, and he stopped at the Duke of 


Wellington. Then he said that to that | 
I 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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list the House would add fresh lustre 
by voting this grant of £100,000 to Lord 
Roberts. Ah! to what depth has the 
British Empire sunk. The Duke of 
Marlborough, when this Empire was 
small and insignificant, smashed the 
power of the greatest military monarch 
Europe ever saw by the foree of his 
genius alone. Lord Nelson swept the 
navies of the nations from the seas, and 
established for a hundred years the 
supremacy of the British flag throughout 
the oceans of the world. Lord Welling- 
ton, with a small force of English troops, 
stood against Europe in arms, and by the 
magnificence of his military genius de- 
feated the greatest commander the 
world has ever seen. And now we are 
told that the deeds of these men will 
gain lustre from the fact that 250,000 
British troops, under Lord Roberts and 
others, have been able to hold their own 
against 15,000 Boers. 

Sir, while the First Lord, reviewing 
the campaign from the point of view of 
the military expert, described in glowing 
language the tremendous achievements 
of Lord Roberts, I thought he was a little 
hard on General Buller and his men, for, 
after all, when the true story of the war 
comes to be told it will have to be ad- 
mitted that General Buller did the bulk 
of the hard fighting; and I go further 
and say that in this connection even the 
unfortunate Lord Methuen seemed to be 
forgotten. At  Magersfontein Lord 
Methuen had 12,000 British troops 
against Cronje; while at Paardeberg, 
against the same gallant Boer general, 
Lord Roberts had 40.000 men ; and vet 
we are told that it was the genius of Lord 
Roberts alone, with his 40,000 men, that 
enabled him to do what Lord Methuen 
failed to do with 12.000. Be that as it 
may, history will say that all the heroism 
was on the side of Cronje, who, cooped 
up with 4,000 men in the river-bed at 
Paardeberg, hurled defiance for weeks 
at an army of 40,000 British troops, 
though 100 guns were all the time rain- 
ing death and destruction on his wretched 
camp. That small body of Boers in the 
first battle of Paardeberg hurled back 
your forces in the most ignominious 
defeat they suffered throughout the 
whole of the campaign, and 1,100 English 
soldiers were left dead or wounded around 
Cronje’s camp. We are asked now to 
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accept the battle of Paardeberg and the | thing to criticise the conduct of a general 
ultimate surrender of Cronje and _ his | 


4,000 farmers as deeds worthy to be 
placed beside Wellington’s operations on 
the lines of Torres Vedras, or Nelson’s 
achievements at the battle of the Nile. 
That, Sir, I regard as one of the most 
striking symptoms I have yet seen of the 


in the field who has been sent out to fight 
for his country. Sir, I do not admit that. 
I think it is the duty of a constitutionally 
governed country, in which the repre- 
sentatives of the people are supreme, 


‘that they should make it their business 


degeneration worked in the public mind | 


by the spirit of the new Imperialism. 

I oppose this grant on behalf of Lord 
Roberts's countrymen. [Hon. MEMBERS : 
No, no.]| Yes; on behalf of Lord 


to see that military men do not overstep 
the proper limits of their authority and 
that they conduct the military operations 
in accordance with the rules of humanity 
and civilisation. If I were doubtful as to 


‘the propriety of embarking on this line 


Roberts's countrymen I oppose it. If 


you doubt that we speak their sentiments 
in the matter, come to Ireland, and try 
the issue before our people. We speak 
also for the many families of the men 
who have been shamefully ignored— 
the men who fought at Pieter’s Hill and 
are still fighting—the men from Dublin, 
Cork, and Tipperary who charged at 
Talana and are still in the field enduring 
the hardships of war, while your City 
Imperial Volunteers, at 5s. a day, go out 
to make a show, and come home to parade 
the streets of London as the great heroes 
of the campaign. Sir, the grounds 
upon which I oppose this grant are five : 
First. beeause Lord Roberts has conducted 
the war with the greatest inhumanity, 


and has in the course of the war com- | 


mitted repeated and gross violations 
of the well-recognised rules which now 
guide the warfare of civilised nations; 
secondly, because Lord Roberts has not 


dealt honestly with the public of this | 
‘can be no manner of doubt as to his 


country or with Parliament in the infor- 
mation which he has given as to the 
nature of his operations ; thirdly, be- 
cause, from the military standpoint, 
his conduct of the war has not been 
a success, and the condition of things 
in South Africa at the present moment 
isa proof of this proposition ; fourthly, 
I oppose the grant because from the 
political standpoint, and having regard 
to the future settlement of South Africa, 
his policy and conduct of the war has been 
a dismal and hideous failure ; fifthly, 


great majority of 


I oppose the grant because on more than , 


one occasion Lord Roberts forgot his duty 
as a military general and commander, 
and blossomed out in the most odious 
of all characters—a military politician. 
Dealing with the first of these objections, 
it may be urged, and no doubt will be 


urged, by some that it is an invidious/in which he stated that small parties 


of criticism, I have a good example to 
point to, for I am treading in the steps 
of the Colonial Secretary in so doing. 
Sir, this is not the first time that Lord 
Roberts has been denounced for sinning 
against the rules of civilised war. In 
the Afghan War, in 1879, Lord Roberts 
was in command, and, after declaring 
the Afghans to be rebels, he treated them 
as such and hanged them in great 
numbers. A violent protest was raised 
in this country against such conduct, 
and who, above all others, denounced 
Lord Roberts? Why, Sir, it was the 
present Colonial Secretary ; but in those 


days he was in good company. In the 
protest he signed on that occasion 


against the inhumanity of Lord Roberts 
the Colonial Secretary was joined by the 
Archbishop of Canterbury. 

I could go over a very wide field in 
criticising Lord Roberts’s conduct of 
the war, but I confine myself to the 
specific points in regard to which there 


responsibility. The first of these is the 
practice of farm-burning. It was Lord 
Roberts who deliberately instituted this 
practice as the means of bringing the war 
to an end. The farm burning was 
commenced under his direction, and the 
farms which were 
South Africa were burned 
while Lord Roberts was still in 
Pretoria as Commander-in-Chief. Sir, 
if I had no other ground on which 
to oppose this Vote, | would be justi- 
fied in opposing it on that ground 
alone. As practised under Lord Roberts's 
directions, farm burning in South Africa 
was a barbarous method, directly at 
variance with all the accepted principles 
of civilised warfare. Lord Roberts in 


burned in 


| June of last year issued a proclamation 
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of raiders had recently been doing wanton | evidence these documents afford us, it is 
damage and had been destroying railway | clear there is not a word of truth in the 
bridges and culverts, which could not | statement of Lord Roberts in his pro- 
be done without the connivance of the | clamation or in the statement put into 
principal civil residents, and that there-|the mouth of the Colonial Secretary, 
fore they would be held responsible forpro- | I take the official Returns, and what do I 
perty injured in the manner specified, | find? In the majority of cases the 
that the houses in the vicinity of the reasons for the burning of farms are 
place where the damage was done would | stated to be, not acts of treachery, but the 
be burned, and that the principal civil | following, “Owner on commando,” 
residents would be made prisoners of war. | ‘‘ husband on commando” ; and very 
That policy was challenged in the House | often the reason is stated in general terms 
of Commons in December last, when news, | to be for the purpose of laying waste 
in spite of the official censorship, began to the country. I need not labour this 
leak out, and the Government, through | point. It is quite clear, as proved by 
the mouth of the Colonial Secretary, told | Government evidence, that the state- 
us that no farms were burned except as a | ment which Lord Roberts made in order, 
punishment for specific acts of treachery, | if possible, to allay the public feeling 
and the Colonial Secretary said he had | aroused by his policy of farm-burning 
telegraphed to Lord Kitchener, who was false, and therefore, Sir, I say that 
wired back that that statement was the contention I make is_ perfectly 
correct. Now, Sir, it turns out that the | Justified—namely, that Lord Roberts 
statement was absolutely false. Out | has not dealt honestly with the public 
of the six hundred odd farms that were | in the nature of the information he gave 
burned there are only one hundred and! to Parliament as regards the conduct 
seventy, according to the Government |of his operations in South Africa. 
Return, in which it is officially claimed , Why, Sir, in not one-fifth of the farms 
that the farms were burned because of ordered to be burned was the burning 
acts of treachery. I do not rely merely | carried out for the reason Lord Roberts 
on thestatement of the Colonial Secretary, alleged, and in one case, that of Potgeiter, 
for evidently, in view of the debate | the reason is stated to be that he “ was 
which had taken place on the subject in arms against us.”’ It is not surprising, 
in the House of Commons, Lord Roberts I say, that no one on the opposite side 
was called on for a full statement of allthe | has had the courage to defend such 
facts connected with the farm burning, barbarous conduct. 

and in the statement he furnished tothe! I have stated to the Committee, 
Premier of Cape Colony it was said|as my third reason for opposing this 





that he found it necessary to burn the 
farms as a punitive measure because 
of interference with the railway and 
telegraph lines, and that the question of 
ascertaining which of the inhabitants 
were regarded as accessories was left 
‘o the decision of the commanding officers. 
Sir, I say that statement was meant 
to convey, and did convey, and can bear 
90 other interpretation than that 
hroughout the whole of their campaign 
‘he burning of farms was confined to 
eases where, after investigation by the 
commanding officers on the spot, the 
secupants of the farms were convicted 


grant, that the military policy of Lord 
Roberts has been a failure. The First 
Lord of the Treasury has eloquently 
described the state of affairs that con- 
fronted the Commander-in-Chief when 
he first went out to South Africa, and he 
stopped his description at the occupation 
of Pretoria. But, Sir, the world has not 
ceased rolling round since then. Pretoria 
was occupied in June, that is more than 
thirteen months ago, and in claiming 
this recognition for the services of Lord 
Roberts we must consider not only the 
position of affairs when Pretoria was 
occupied, but also what the position is 





either of tearing up the railway lines | 
or of being concerned in some alleged act | 
of treachery. After a prolonged debate 
tn the House, we obtained at last from the 
Governmment the official documents re- 
lating to this practice, and, taking a 


Mr. Dillon. 


to-day in South Africa, and what the 
position might have been if the war were 
stopped at an earlier date. Sir, when 
Pretoria was occupied the war had cost 
this country sixty or seventy millions 
sterling, and about ten thousand lives. 
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Since Lord Roberts has left South 


Africa, and for electioneering purposes | 
announced that the war was over, the. 


cost to the country has been another 


sixty or seventy millions and an equally | 


large loss of life. Where are we to-day ? 


If there is one thing more evident than | 


another from the results of this war it is 
that the farm-burning and _ general 


policy of devastation have been re-| 
sponsible for the prolongation of the) 


war. Even Lord Milner, whom we have 
to accept as the repository of all wisdom, 


sorrowtully admits that the period of | 


six months after Lord Roberts left was 


a period of retrogression, and that at. 
the end of it things were in a worse state | 
than when Pretoria was occupied. To) 
what does Lord Milner attribute this state | 


of affairs? To nothing else than to the 


utter disappointment of all the hopes | 
that were based on the policy of devasta- | 


tion. When you failed to crush the Boers 
in the field you turned your weapons 
against the women and children, and 


closing the channels of information and | 


steeling your hearts against the cry of 


conscience you had to recourse to your | 


infamous policy of farm-burning. You 
are trying to do in South Africa what 
the Duke of Alva did in the Netherlands. 


His policy did not succeed; nor will | 


yours. All the calculations of your 


statesmen, all the genius of your military | 
officers have been put to nought by the | 
simplicity and bravery of the gallant) 
Boers fighting for their homes and | 
in the gloomy | 
picture drawn by the First Lord of | 
the Treasury regarding the position of | 


country. I noticed 


affairs in Cape Colony when Lord 
Roberts went out that the Dutch were 
at the point of extreme restlessness. 
Will anyone say now that the Dutch in 
the Cape are less restless? After almost 
two years of war nearly one-half of the 
colony is in the hands of the rebels, and 
still they are progressing, and you are 
not able to put them down. Will 
anyone say that the condition of the 
‘Cape is better now than it was two years 
ago? You know perfectly well that it 
is not. I base my statement on the 


Standard, The Times, and the Daily 
Mail newspapers. It is an admitted 
fact that the condition of the Cape to-day 
1s worse from the military point of view 
than it was at any time during the war, 
and itYis worse as the direct result of 
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‘your policy of farm-burning and devas- 
tation. Therefore I say that from the 
military point of view the policy of Lord 
Roberts has been a failure. 

Turning to the political question, what 
are we to say of his policy from the point 
of view of the future settlement ? Why, 
Sir, until Lord Roberts let loose the dogs 
of war on the homes of the Free State 
and Transvaal burghers undoubtedly 
there was a hope that South Africa 
‘could be saved to the British Crown. 
'There is none now. These people and 
their children’s children will hate you 
with the hatred characteristic of the 
whole history of the Dutch race. The 
Dutch people are not a people to tamely 
accept servitude, and you by your 
infamous policy have burned into their 
minds the conviction—which all the 
Lord Milners you ever may send to 
South Africa cannot eradicate—that 
the object of this war is to put the Dutch 
under the iron heel of the Anglo-Saxon. 
In their view that is the object of the 
war, and you, with your land settlements, 
your plantations of Ulster, and your 
confiscations of property in the Trans- 
'vaal and the Free State have rooted that 
‘conviction deeply in their minds. On 
‘the day this policy of devastation, of 
farm-burning, was inaugurated the fate 
‘of South Africa was sealed—perhaps 
happily for South Africa, but not in the 
direction in which Imperialists in this 
country desire. It has been held from 
the days of the earliest governors, in- 
cluding Sir G. Gray, another great 
countryman of ours, who would have 
settled South Africa if you had allowed 
| him, that the root fact in the situation 
| was and is the loyalty of the Dutch 
| population of South Airica. Well, what 
| has become of that sentiment ? It has 
| been uprooted and destroyed by Lord 
| Roberts and his policy of pillage, and, 
therefore, from the point of view of the 
future settlement of South Africa, the 
policy of Lord Roberts has been a 
dismal and disastrous failure. Now 
I come to the last point i1 the 
indictment against him—namel:, that 
he has forgotten his duty as a 
soldier and become a politician. It has 
been the habit from time to time of 
illustrious soldiers to forget that they are 
not Napoleons, or even the servants of 
some great hereditary and absolute 
monarchs. They fail to remember that 
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they are but the servants of a great | thinking over and deeply regretting the great 


democratic nation. The soldier who 
serves this country is bound to accept 


{COMMONS} 


that situation, although it may not be | 


one that is satisfactory to his sense of | a ‘ , UHC Wind 4 
. | world is foolishness with God.’ The guiding 


his own importance. Yet he does not 
always do it. We have examples of that. 
We remember that silly and absurd 
speech of Lord Wolseley in 1879, when 
he declared that no Government in 
this country—Radical, Conservative, or 


Liberal—would ever allow the Dutch in | 
South Africa to get back the Transvaal | 
or the Orange Free State, because the | 


people of England would not tolerate it ; 
and then, within twelve months from 
that time, 
London signed. I mention that, not for 
the purpose of entering into 
as to whether that was a good policy 


we had the Convention of | 


| 


or not, but because I think it is a striking | 


illustration of the absurdity of a soldier 
undertaking the position of a diplomat 
and high 
world and the people of South Africa 
what the British people will or will not 
tolerate. Lord Wolseley was 
made a fool of ; but Lord Roberts has 
adopted a still more disastrous course. 
He delivered at the Cape a speech which, 
I think, was one of the most improper 
ever delivered under {similar cireum- 


stances by a general in command of 
troops. He said 


* The war, which, I thank God, is now prac- 
tically over, has a deep interest for me, inas- 
much as it has given me an opportunity of 
carrying to what I hope will prove a satisfac- 
tory conclusion the work entrusted to me 
twenty years ago.” 

That is to say, he rejoiced about the 
war. It was not the ruin of two peoples 
he was concerned with. 

“It has a great interest to me,” 
and— 


‘*that work, as I understood it, was to dispel, 
by foree of arms if necessary, the aspirations 
of the Boers to make themselves independent 
of British control. 
my mission before a change came over the 
spirit of the Ministry of those days, and the 
first thing that I heard as we dropped anchor 
outside Capetown was that peace had been 
made, and that my services were not required.” 


So he had no chance of carrying fire and 
sword amongst those unhappy people, 
and of coming here to get a grant.— 

“* What might have been ’ is proverbially an 


unprofitable subject for reflection. Neverthe- 
less, one cannot entirely prevent oneself from 


Mr. Dillon. 


Searcely had I started on | 


potentate, and telling the) 
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sacrifice of life and waste of property which 
might have been spared had wiser counsels 
nett re and a less timorous policy been 
avoured by our rulers at that time, but, 
ladies and gentlemen, ‘the wisdom of this 


hand of Omnipotence can bring good out of 
what to our finite understanding appears most 
evil and most deplorable, and in preventing 
the war of 1881 being brought to what we then 
thought would have been its legitimate con- 
clusion, that guiding hand can new, in the 
light of recent events, be clearly diseerned if 
we must all recognise that the war of 188] 
could not have had the far-reaching results 
that this war has had, the benefits of which 
to South Africa will, I believe, be felt to be 
greater and greater as time goes on.” 


If the matter had been brought to a 
successful conclusion in 1881, the policy 


'of devastation and farm-burning would 
debate | 


not have had its full swing, : nd I 
daresay his grant would only have been 
£20,000 or £30,000. 


“The war, as I have already said, has now 
come virtually to an end, and my work is 
finished. The soil has been prepared for the 
good seed which it will be the task of others 
to sow, and from which I trust and do not 


| doubt you will all reap plentifnl harvests in 


simply | 


years to come ; but my interest in South Africa 
will not close when I leave these shores.” 

No, he had to get his £100,000. The 
good seed been sown, forsooth, 


had 


| under the guidance of the Omnipotent! 





Why, Sir, I say deliberately that more 
blasphemous words were never used. 
The man who has carried fire and sword 
through the length and breadth of South 
Atrica, and left what were happy, pros- 
perous—aye, and pious—homes, in which 
the religion which you profess to teach, 
not our faith, flourished—this land is 
now a howling and blackened wilderness, 
stained with the tears of the women and 
children who have been starved and 
persecuted by you ; and Lord Roberts, 
whom we are called upon here to-day to 
honour and reward, sees in it nothing 
but the beneficent dispensation of the 
Almighty, who had come to his aid and 
enabled him to complete the work which 
mean and contemptible men like Mr. 
Gladstone, yes, and the Colonial Secretary 
too, brought to an untimely end in 1880. 
before Lord Roberts had landed at 
Cape Town. Well, there is still not 
peace, nor through his exertions is there 
likely to be one. The soil has been pre- 
pared and ploughed for the seed, and he 
trusted that the people of this country 
would reap plentiful harvests. 


Yes, it is 
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the torch. 
has been sown, and you and the children 
who come after you will reap such 
harvests as may be expected from a 
soil so ploughed. 


Mr. HALDANE  (Haddingtonshire) 
said the speech to which they had just 
listened was another illustration of how 
general views about the origin and cause 
of the war must colour the judgment on 
every detail. He had listened to the speech 
with regret. But he did not presume 
to condemn or criticise it. His hon. 
friend came of a race which in the past 
had suffered bitter things at the hands of 
the English nation. He came to the 
subject with memories of injustice in 
days gone by which had coloured his 
point of view. The iron had entered 
deeply into his soul, and if he spoke out 
he would not have hesitated to tell the 
House that his sympathy in the struggle 
in South Africa was really with the 
foemen of the British nation. 


Mr. DILLON: That is not my senti- 
ment in this matter. My sympathies are 
with the people who are defending their 
liberties. 


Mr. HALDANE said he did not mean 
any injustice to his hon. friend. What 
he meant was that his hon. friend took a 
strong view that the British race was in 
the wrong. He could understand the 
attitude of his hon. friend, but regretted 
it; because the effect of such views as his 
hon. triend’s being expressed with such 
strength was that when the people of this 
country were asked to consider the 
grievances of Ireland, their views were 
necessarily coloured, and they were less 
inclined to do justice to a strong case. 
It would be difficult to obtain sympathy 
from a people with whom the hon. Mem- 
ber had had no sympathy in what might 
have been a_ life-and-death struggle. 
Those feelings did not colour his own 
views; he realised the depth of the 
grievance of the hon. Member, but he felt | 
that this was a matter on which no one 
could be allowed to deflect his own 
judgment out of sympathy. It was not 
an Irish question, but a question of the 
British nation on which members of the 
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ploughed—ploughed by the sword and | 
It is ready for the seed which | 


House of Commons were bound above all | been sufficient foresight, when the 
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things to act on their sense of the obli- 
gations of nationality. The crisis through 
which the country had passed was so 
great that he could not take any other 
course than that of altogether dissociating 
himself from his hon. friend, with whom 
on other occasions he had often felt deep 
sympathy. The hon. Member had put 
forward a case against Lord Roberts 
under five heads, which in substance 
came to this—that the war had been con- 
ducted by him with inhumanity, with 
great tactical blunders, and also with an 
infusion of political motives and senti- 
ments. He would not on that occasion 
enter into the discussion of those matters ; 
they had been before the House and the 
country for along time. His hon. friend 
held one view very strongly; he held 
another, diametrically opposed to his hon. 
friend's, equally strongly. While he held 
that all war was a curse, he also held that 
this particular war had been conducted 
in the main, notwithstanding incidental 
mistakes, with a humanity and a desire 
for mercy which marked it out from the 
other wars which the history of this 
country recorded. If the policy of farm- 
burning was a mistake, it was not entered 
into with any sinister motive, but in the 
firm belief that it was best caleulated to 
bring the war to a conclusion. It may 
have been a blunder, but it was a blunder 
committed from good motives. Why were 
he and many others ready enthusiasti- 
cally to support this grant to the Com- 
mander-in-Chief in the late war! 
[Nationalist cries of “ Late war 7] It 


“ec 


+ was a war which was not yet ended, he 


admitted, but it was a war in which the 
present stage was emphatically distin- 
guished from the former stages. Its 
present chapter was as completely dis- 
severed from preceding chapters as It 
could possibly be. The warfare now was 
of a guerilla character, more in the 
nature of a police undertaking 
than a campaign. Serious and costly 
it might be, but still it was totally diffe- 
rent from what we meant by war in South 
Africa six months ago. He, for his part, 
supported this grant on this ground 
more than on any other—that Lord 
Roberts was the man who came forward 
in the hour of the nation’s need. When 


‘things looked black, when there had not 
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Government was not ready to deliver 
the country, Lord Roberts with his genius 
--came to the rescue and effected a diver- 
sion. He once more gave confidence 
‘to the British people in their ability to 
carry out the task which they had set 
‘themselves ; and that service was marked, 
though imperfectly marked, by the grant 
which the House of Commons was to 
make on the recommendation of the 
Sovereign. The matter could not have 
been put better than by the Leader of the 
‘ Opposition, who said that this grant was 
the necessary and logical outcome of the 
granting of Supplies for the campaign. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo and 
his friends did not support the grant of 
those Supplies, and they therefore stood 
“in a different position. Those who sup- 
ported the granting of Supplies must as a 
necessary and logical consequence support 
this grant wholeheartedly and unani- 
mously, as recognising the debt that was 
owed to the man who had brought the 
great stage of this war to a successful con- 
clusion at a time when it was in dark 
circumstances, and when it looked as if 
~the issue might have been different. The 
question was one on which the national 
sense was deeply touched. There might 
be greater obligations than those of 
nationality. But those who sat in the 
House of Commons, and who had under- 
taken to represent the country and to 
deal with its affairs were deeply com- 
mitted to the obligations of nationality ; 
and if they failed to respond to the real 
‘sense of the nation, they would be failing 
in their duty. They would have so failed 
if they did not on this occasion give their 
cordial assent and support to the proposi- 
tion which had been placed before the 
Committee. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) remarked that 
no attempt had been made to controvert 
any of the five main charges brought by 
his hon. friend against Lord Roberts, 
especially with regard to the inhuman 
methods and barbarous system on which 
the war had been conducted since he 
took it in hand. It was admitted by 
Lord Roberts himself, in his correspond- 
ence with Commandants Botha and 
De Wet, that the charges were well 
founded. 
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Jike to know how Lord Reberts could 
Mr. Haldane. 
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War had, in fact, been waged | 
on women and children, and he would | 
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possibly justify the Proclamation of 
September, 1900, which directed the 
destruction of farms and the complete 
clearing of supplies in large districts 
whenever an attempt was made to derail 
a train or to cut the wires. He sub- 
mitted that it was a most atrocious order, 
and he was tempted to ask if it was a 
legitimate military operation. The farm 
burning was responsible for the deep 
feeling of hatred and desperation which 
now animated the Boers in the field; it 
was also responsible for the untold 
miseries and long-drawn-out sufferings 
of the people in the concentration camps. 
Lord Roberts had laid it down that if the 
Boer troops cut the line of railway or the 
telegraph wires his forces were justified 
in burning farms near the scene of the 
operation, and in destroying all empty 
buildings within a radius of ten miles. 
The policy which, it was stated, had 
justified Lord Roberts and the British 
Army in South Africa would have justi- 
fied Alva in most of the proceedings 
carried out by him two hundred and fifty 
yearsago. General Buller received similar 
instructions, but it was remarkable that 
the period of farm burning in South 
Africa synchronised with Lord Roberts's 
arrival and departure. They were en- 
titled to ask did the Government still 
approve of farm burning and the destrue- 
tion of property all over the country, 
where trains are derailed or telegraph 
wires cut. Were they legitimate opera- 
tions, or were they not? Then Lord 
Roberts stated that because the com- 
mandoes had been broken up into smaller 
bands they were irregular guerillas. 
If that were a justification, it would have 
justified the French troops had they 
regarded the British troops as guerillas 
in the early stages of the war in Spain. 
No such claim could, however, be main- 
tained. As his hon. friend had pointed 
out, after the policy of farm burning was 
commenced the war. which up to then 
had been conducted in a civilised manner 
in the main, was afterwards carried on 
in a spirit of tenfold desperation. Louis 
Botha’s farm was destroyed. Was that 
because, to use the language in the 
Return which had been furnished to 
Parliament, he was “absent on com- 
mando”? Was it justifiable, because 
the British troops were fighting men far 
removed from the centres of civilisation, 
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that war should also be carried on against 
women and children? Humanity cried 
out against such a policy. That policy 
was sought to be justified by reference 
to the American Civil War, and it was 
stated that farm burning was carried on 
during Sherman’s celebrated march. 
That was not quoting history correctly. 
Sherman, in order to destroy supplies on 
which the Confederate troops were 


drawing very largely, ordered that barns | 


and outhouses containing supplies should 
be destroyed, but that the farmhouses, 
furniture, and property should not be 
interfered with. That was a very differ- 
ent matter. No doubt the British 
soldiers carried out their wretched work 
with as much tenderness and kindness 
as possible. But could anyone read 
unmoved of whole families being turned 
out on the veldt because the male mem- 
bers were fighting in the war, of furniture 


being ruthlessly destroyed, of little house- | 
hold objects being scattered, of the homes | 


of the people being burned, and of help- 
less women and children being swept into 
concentration camps where disease was 
prevalent ? That lesson would ever re- 
main. Young boys growing up to 
manhood would, as the Dutch, from 
which they sprung, did, vow an eternal 
vow never to submit. Those boys would 
grow up with a bitter hatred against 
British rule,and the British flag under 
which those atrocities had been 
petrated. It was an unprofitable specu- 
lation to discuss the “ might-have-beens ” 
of history, and he would not therefore 
enter into the question whether the 
Boers after a time might not have 
accepted the condition of things and 
might not have settled down under the 
British flag in some kind of modified 
contentment. But the policy by which 
it was sought to bring the war to a speedy 
conclusion had not only lengthened the 
war, with all its accompanying horrors 
and hardships, but had rendered future 
content in the country impossible, and 
the seeds of deep racial hatred had been 
planted in the breasts of a people who 
were naturally brave. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said he desired, as an Irish Nationalist, 
to protest against the proposal to vote 
such a large sum as £100,000 to Lord 
Roberts. He regarded it as little better 
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per- | 


Lord Reberts. 


than a fraudulent proposal, because the 
country had not got value for the money 
vit was asked to pay, and, therefore, to a 
| certain extent, in his opinion, the motion 
_was a fraud on the taxpayers. He par- 
| ticularly desired to oppose the Vote, 

because it had been said by the Leader 
of the House that they were adding fresh 
{lustre to the King’s Arms by putting 
another name on the roll of fame, and the 
right hon. Gentleman joined the names 
of Roberts with the names of Wellington 
and Nelson. No doubt that was part of 
the political game which was being 
played in the country for a considerable 

time, with a view to spreading the Jingo 

spirit of Imperialism over England. It 

was commenced in 1897, when contin- 

gents were brought from all parts of the 

world to take part in the Jubilee proces- 

sion to show how wide the Empire was. 

There were hon. Members on both sides 

who realised deep down in their hearts 

that that Imperialism was a huge sham 

and a fraud, and that no Minister, how- 

ever powerful, would dare to impose 

£1,000 of taxation on the colonies. If 
‘that were attempted there would be 

another Boston Harbour incident. The 
' grant before the Committee was a com- 

paratively small one, having regard to . 
the huge sums of money with which they 

were accustomed to deal. He remem- 

bered one occasion when twenty-five 

millions was voted in less than a minute, - 
and only last night a sum of two millions 

of money was voted just as if it had only 

been afew pounds. He protested against 

that method of plunging the country day 

after day deeper and deeper into debt. 

He protested against it, not from the 

point of view of the interests to the 

Empire, with which he was not concerned, . 
but because one-eleventh of every £1 of 

taxation had to be borne by the im- 

poverished people of Ireland. From that 

point of view he resented and resisted. 

the granting of that money to Lord 

Roberts. Lord Roberts had not earned... 
the money. His mission to South 

Africa was a dismal failure, and the 

message that he sent that the war was 

over had been proved by sixteen months. 

of determined fighting to be far from 

the truth. It was said that, as Irishmen, 

they should be proud of Lord Roberts. 

He did not regard Lord Roberts as an. 
\ 
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Irishman at all; he was an Anglo-[rish- 
man, and his family had been connected 
with the Government ever since they 
came to Ireland. 
English occupation in Ireland, English- 
men were said to be Hiherniores Hibernis 
ipsis, but Lord Roberts might be said to 
be Angliores Anglis ipsis. Lord Roberts 
and his family had been identified with 
the effort to uphold the accursed Union 
which was ruining Ireland, and, there- 
fore, it was no reproach to Irishmen that 
they opposed the grant, even though 
Lord Roberts was regarded as an Irish- 
man. But even if he were more Irish 
than the Irish themselves they would 
oppose the grant, because he had been 
engaged in an unholy war, because he 
had issued an infamous order that farm- 
buildings should be burned, and because 
he had driven to destitution, misery, and 
death women and children whose only 
crime was—a noble one in his opinion— 
that their fathers and brothers were 
fighting for their country. Music-hall 
songs and the jingo writings of the Daily 
Mail helped to return the Unionists to 
power, but now the Government and the 
Daily Mail were in hand-grips, and he 
hoped they would continue. There was 
an old saying in Ireland that when 
rogues fell out honest men came by their 
own. He did not believe that the senti- 
ment of the country which had been 
referred to existed. Let the Committee 
compare what occurred during the 
Crimean War, and what was now occur- 
ring in South Africa. The men who at 
first dared to oppose the Crimean War 
were hounded down, but later any man 
who supported it dared not appear before 
the people. That would happen also in 
connection with the inglorious and in- 
famous war in South Africa, and when 
the Government had failed to root out 
national sentiment in South Africa, the 
reaction would set in and the people 
would realise that they had been engaged 
in a game of the most costly description, 
the only result of which had been to bring 
dishonour on the arms of England and 
to impose enormous burdens of taxation 
on a people already seriously handicapped 
in the race for the commercial supremacy 
of the world. No more inopportune 
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forward their motion. No intimation 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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In the early days of the | 
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had been given to the House of Commons 
at any stage of the session that such a 
grant was intended, until last week, 
when it was casually mentioned by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House. Almost from the first day of the 
session they had been engaged in voting 
supplies for the war, and the Govern- 
ment were acting injudiciously and im- 
properly towards the taxpayers in piling 
up taxation in such a manner. which 
should have to be repaid in the long run 
by the people. The party system in 
England was a very unfortunate one. 
A Government engaged in piling up 
taxation might by a turn of the wheel 
get out of office and their successors 
would then have to find the means to 
meet the liabilities which had been in- 
curred. He did not admire the conduct 
of the Liberal party in connection with 
the war. If they had taken a_ bold, 
manly attitude towards it, their position 
would be infinitely better in the country. 
When the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire was 
Chancellor of the Exchequer he put the 
finances of the country on a sound com- 
mercial basis and left a surplus. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is getting a long way from the resolution 
now before the Committee. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL said that it was 
a question of finance, and the means by 
which the grant would be provided should 
be taken into consideration. He would 
not pursue the argument further except 
to say that the Government were abso- 
lutely reckless as to the amount of taxa- 
tion they imposed. From that point of 
view he was entitled to protest against 
the manner in which the Government 
had dissipated the large surplus they 
found on entering office. If the present 
extravagant course of conduct was 
pursued, the finances of the country 
would be in even a worse plight than they 
were at present. With reference to the 
motion, he believed Lord Roberts’s con- 
duct of the war was a dismal failure, 
and that it would be more just to the 
taxpayers if, instead of voting him 


£100,000, the Government looked out 
time than the present could have been | 
chosen by the Government to bring 


for another general to prepare for any 
great emergency that might arise. If 


| England were engaged in war with a 
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Coatinental Power, where would she find 
any man among all her generals to take 
the place of Wellington? There was not 
such a man. In his opinion the vast ma- 
jority of the British generals were not fit 


tocommand a corporal’s guard. The only | 


man who really deserved any credit was 
a Roscommon man, named French, who 
seemed to display all the military ability 
shown in the war. That being the posi- 
tion, it was merely carrying on a game 
of Imperialist bluff to try and delude 
the people of England that Lord Roberts 
was a great general, and that he led the 
nation out of terrible difficulties into 


comparative peace and success. That 
was all humbug. He therefore sup- 


ported strongly the motion for the re- 
jection of the Vote—all the more as no 
more discreditable episode had ever 
occurred in the history of England than 
the destruction of farmhouses in South 
Africa. When England wanted to des- 
troy a nation, she burnt ‘down the dwell- 
ings of the people, exiled the women and 
children, and gave them no chance of 
obtaining the ordinary means of sub- 
sistence. That was the game tried by 
Mountjoy three hundred years ago in 
Ireland, when he left the whole of Mun- 
ster a field if human bones. The Irish 
people were not exterminated by that 
terrible scourge, 
that the Government would not be able 
to exterminate the Dutch people in 
South Africa. 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth) said he had hoped to have 
heard a more vigorous protest from the 
Opposition benches against this pro- 
posal, but in the absence of that 
protest he felt bound to state his 
dwn objections to this proposal. He 
dissociated himself from expressions 
of indifference to the welfare of the 
Empire from Members below the gang- 
way; he cared a great deal for the 
honour and welfare of the Empire. 
and, because he cared, he protested 
against what was done in the name of 
the Empire. by Lord Roberts. He also 


dissociated himself from the remarks of 
the hon. and learned Member for Had- 
dington, that this was not a question of 
tight or wrong as of nationality. There 
immoral doctrine | 

stand up for 


could be no more 
than that we must 
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' before the 


and he believed also ‘ 


| House of Commons he 
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jour country, right or wrong. He 


did not intend to spend much time in 
discussing the point whether this Vote 
ought to have been brought forward 
war was over; neither did 
he propose to discuss it from the point of 
view of giving money to those who al- 


‘ready possessed wealth, while the wives 


and children of the men who were 
fighting, and the widows and orphans 
of those who had fallen, were very 
poorly provided for. It seemed 
to him that the generosity of the 
Government would have been much 
better if it had been shown towards 


ithe wives and children of the soldiers. 


What he desired to deal with was 
the extraordinary proclamation issued 


by Lord Roberts in South Africa. 
He agreed with much that had _ been 


said on this subject by the hon. Member 
for East Mayo. He protested against 
the populations of these two States in 
South Africa (after they had been an- 
nexed on paper) being treated as rebels. 
That kind of thing was unheard of in 
civilised warfare. With regard to farm- 
burning and the laying waste of the 
country, that was a point upon which 
he felt most strongly of all, because such 
proceedings were contrary to the laws 
of war. The destruction of a railway 
was a perfectly legitimate operation in 
time of war, and in Lord Wolseley’s 
‘* Soldier’s Pocket Book * would be found 
elaborate details for the carrying out of 
such an operation. Yet Lord Roberts 
gave orders that wherever the railway 
was damaged the district within a ten- 
mile radius was to be devastated, and 
the nearest homestead was to be burnt. 
This practically meant that a home- 
stead was to be destroved because the 
owner was not able to prevent a tew 
men from making a night attack upon 


the railway. To devastate some 300 
square miles, or, roughly speaking, 


200,000 acres of land, as a_ reprisal, 
seemed to him to be downright and 
absolute barbarism. In conclusion, he 
wished to say that during the fifteen 
vears he had been a Member of the 
did not know 
that he had ever given a vote with less 


| hesitation than the vote he was about to 
' give against this proposal. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 


/said that the First Lord of the Treasury 
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had stated that during the past two cen- 
turies there had been trequent precedents 
for grants of this kind being made to 
military commanders. It did not follow. 


Supply—Grant to 


however, that it was desirable that the | 


House should follow those precedents. 
He had not been a Member of the 


House of Commons for two centuries, | 
if he had, he should have op-| 


but 
posed every one of them. During 
the time he had been a Member of Par- 
liament several grants had been made 
to military generals, and he had in- 
variably opposed them. He had not 
taken into consideration whether any 
great deed of war had been performed. 
He had never yet been able to under- 
stand why in the world they should 


give these large sums to military men) 


who did their duty efficiently. Why 


should they not also give grants to, 
civilians who did something for the bene- | 


fit of their country ? Why, for instance, 
should they not give a grant to the hon 
Member for Haddington ? 


quently made speeches which were very 


valuable to his country, and yet no hon. | 


Member of this House got up to move 
that the hon. Member for Haddington 
should be given a large sum of money 
for his great services to his country. 


There were distinguished men in civil | 


life, eminent statesmen, inventors, 
authors, and many others who had done 


more good for mankind than any mili- | 
tary men could ever do, and why should | 


the latter be selected for special reward ? 


There were more reasons against this | 


course being taken than for it. 

Take the case of a general who wished 
to distinguish himself. They had some 
thirty generals, and perhaps one would 
be as good as the other. One would be 
selected to take charge of a certain cam- 
paign, and the fact of him being selected 
made him exceedingly fortunate, because 
he would get all the glory. He got, in 
fact, more than the glory, for he got the 
cash as well. Besides this, a general 
who distinguished himself as the head of 
one of these wars always got an exceed- 
ingly good billet afterwards. He was not 
going to question whether a general re- 
ceived too much money or not, but a cer- 
tain gratuity was always given to those 


{COMMONS} 


The hon. | 
Member for Haddington had just spoken | 
in favour of this grant, and he had fre- | 
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|to the soldier, and this was gradually 
}increased through the ranks up to 
| the officers and the Commander-in-Chief. 
| That seemed to h m to be quite a reason- 
able thing. Lord Roberts received this 
|as well as the others, and he received 
| more in proportion, for he would get 
some £2,000 by this general grant. 
Lord Roberts came home and he be- 
came Commander-in-Chief, and his salary 
as Commander-in-Chief was increased 
from £4,500 to £5,000 per annum. 
Therefore, he thought it was a great mis- 
|take to say that military services were 
very poorly paid. In the lower ranks 
of the military services they were very 
poorly paid, but the man who commanded 
one of these expeditions successfully 
always got one of these great prizes. He 
could perfectly understand that when a 
great war like the Napoleonic war was 
finished, after a fight like the Battle of 
Waterloo, a large sum of money would 
be voted to the Commander-in-Chief. 
That, however, was no exception to the 
general rule, but it was no precedent why 
the present Commander-in-Chief should 
be given such a large sum as this. He 
was not going to go into the question 
whether this war was right or wrong, 
but he thought that the First Lord of the 
' Treasury had spoken in somewhat ex- 
aggerated terms of the services which 
Lord Roberts had performed in connec- 
tion with this war. The First Lord of 
the Treasury stated that, owing to the 
follies and stupidities of his own Govern- 
ment, they had almost lost South Africa 
when Lord Roberts was sent out there. 
The right hon. Gentleman had indicated 
that Lord Roberts proved himself to be 
such a military genius that he had saved 
‘this country from the loss of South 
Africa by a war which was brought 
;about by the present Government and 
‘the Colonial Secretary. That was 
hardly a correct statement of the facts. 
| God forbid that he should attempt to 
| follow the First Lord of the Treasury in 
}an essay upon strategy. He knew as 
| little about strategy as it appeared to 
| him the First Lord of the Treasury knew, 
| judging from the speech which the right 
‘hon. Gentleman had delivered. When 
| Lord Roberts was sent out Sir Redvers 
| Buller was relieving Ladysmith, and the 
'mess we had got into was owing to the 


wh» took part in a war. A unit went | Government from the beginning insist- 


Mr. Labouchere, 
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ing upon Natal being defended from the | nounced that the war was over, and, 
Boers, and on Kimberley being protected | whatever the hon. Member for Had- 
because Mr. Rhodes was there. But  dington might call the operations which 
General Buller had not the whole of his were now going on, he thought that 
army with him, and it was only when ' every practical man would say that 
Lord Roberts, with a large force at his the war was not over, although the con- 
disposal, arrived that he was enabled ditions had changed. 
to force his way to Pretoria. Lord If the Government had intended to 
Roberts did all this, but then he had make a grant to Lord Roberts before 
the soldiers to do it. As the Emperor the war was over, why did they not 
Napoleon once said Providence was propose it when he first came home ? 
usually on the side of the biggest bat- Suddenly, at the end of the session, 
talions, and if they had on one side while the war was still going on, the 
50,000 trained soldiers and on the other | Government sprang upon the House 
side a quantity of armed peasants, alarge Vote for Lord Roberts, which. if 
amounting to about 40,000, defending it was necessary at all, ought to have 
their own country, it was evident that been moved for when Lord Roberts came 
they ought to be able to push forward home. At the same time, as a little 
to their capital. , incidental thing, the Government have 
While he did not complain in the introduced a Supplementary Vote of 
least of Lord Roberts, he yet thought £6,000,000 for the war. He thought 
that he had shown himself to be a very , Lord Roberts had been treated very 
poor political guide. When Lord Roberts unfairly in this matter, for when he 
reached Pretoria he thought that the came home he deprecated all honours 
Boer resistance would collapse, and he shown to him on the ground that the 
announced that the war was over. He) war was still going on, and because he 
had evidently forgotten that he had to thought those honours should not be 
deal with a whole nation in arms against heaped upon any individual while the 
England. Lord Roberts announced | war was going on. He honoured Lord 
that the war was over. and he had no’ Roberts for that statement, but, if he 
doubt that Lord Roberts believed what wanted no honours, surely he did not 
hesaid. He did not believe fora moment wish to take this money until the war 
that he intended to deceive the public., was over. Lord Roberts had never 
It was very unfortunate, however, that asked them to do this, and he was sure 
he did send that information home the that he thoroughly deprecated the pro- 
very day after the dissolution had been | posal which had been made by His 
announced, and, whether Lord Roberts , Majesty’s Government. They had read 
was right or wrong, unquestionably he in the newspapers the statement that 
did a very great electoral service to the Lord Roberts should be given a large 
Conservative party. Hon. Gentlemen sum of money because he had been made 
opposite would be ready toadmitthatthey an Earl. Lord Roberts was already a 
went to the country upon the statement | baronet when he was raised to the peerage, 
that the war was over, and they were | and he did not know that there was any 
returned to this House. The election | distinction between an earl and a baronet 
was fought on a false issue, and now | in regard to the question of spending 
they had the political misfortune of money. It was not the noblemen who 
having a Conservative majority instead spent the most money, for the greatest 
of what there ought to have been, accord- spendthrifts were generally South 
ing to the normal state of things, a strong African millionaires, and if they wished 
Radical majority. But the war was their nobility to compete with these 
not over even at the present moment. | gentlemen they would have to give 
The hon. Member for Haddington had | them, not £100,000, but £200,000 or 
said that in a certain way the war was | £300,000 per annum. There was no 
over. He presumed that the Boers had | difference between an earl and a baronet 
aright to defend themselves as best they | so far as spending money was concerned, 
could, and the hon. Member might! and therefore Lord Roberts did not 
describe their conduct just as he liked. | require any extra money in order to 
They had been spending £1,500,000/ maintain his dignity as an earl. They 
per week ever since Lord Roberts pro-! granted this hereditary title to Lord 
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of money in order to provide for those 


who might succeed him. After a 
sovereign had given a title to a man, 


was it not absurd to say that they should | 


also maintain his dependants as persons 
living upon the taxation of this country ? 


He also complained that the Vote! 


which was now proposed was most 
excessive. What did the Duke of Wel- 
lington get when he finished his great 
war? He got £200,000. Surely they 
were not going to say that if the Duke 
of Wellington got £200,000 for the 
battle of Waterloo, they were justified 
in giving £100,000 to Lord Roberts for 
this wretched little war in South Africa, 
for no one could compare that great 
war with the present struggle against 
the Boers. Lord Wolseley got for Tel-el- 
Kebir between £30,000 and £40,000. 
Lord Kitchener got £30,000 after the 
Soudan War was over, and Lord Roberts 
got £12,000 after his campaign in 
Afghanistan was concluded. What did 
General Moltke, who was at the head of 
the Prussian Army, receive? General 
Moltke only got £40,000, a sum which 
was not charged on the German tax- 
payer, but paid out of the loot obtained 
from the French. He suggested that 
the Government ought to give Lord 
Roberts some shares in some of the 
rotten South African mines. The cost 
of these operations in South Africa was 
entirely out of proportion to the mag- 
nitude and importance of the war itself. 
It was not a great war. and they could 
gain no great national glory by it. The 
individual soldier had shown his valour, 
but when they talked of gaining great 
military and national glory there seemed 
to him to be a great want of propor- 
tion between the combatants which 
was entirely overlooked. This mighty 
Empire was fighting a nation of farmers, 
and, although English soldiers might 
manceuvre better than the Boers, history 
would say that the national glory of this 
war was on the side of the Boers, and not 
on our own side. 

Hon. Gentlemen opposite seemed to 
have a perfect mania for spending money. 
They thought it was a grand thing to 
have a big Budget. They spoke of the 
war in South Africa as a great war. 
Their newspapers said, “‘ See what a rich 
country we are! We have spent 
£200,000,000 upon this war. 


Mr. Labouchere. 


{COMMONS} 


Roberts, and they gave him a large sum_ brave race we are!” 


What a/ guished themselves equally. 
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If they took what 
the newspapers said—and the Govern. 
ment was very much under the influence 
of the Daily Mail and other newspapers 
—they would see that the party opposite 
were always very glad to get a reason for 
spending a little more money. Let them 
consider what the grants made to 
generals had already been. Let them 
consider the grants made after the cam- 
paigns in Egpyt and the Soudan, and the 
grant made to Lord Roberts himself 
after his campaign in Afghanistan. He 
should have thought that if this grant 
had been £30,000 or £40,000 it would 
have been a far more reasonable pro- 
posal. He had no objection to large 
sums being voted for the soldiers them- 
selves and for the widows and orphans 
of those who had fallen, and in his opinion 
it was more desirable the House should 
distribute money among those unfortu- 
nate people who were without the com- 
forts and even the necessaries of life 
than that they should heap huge sums 
upon particular individuals. This Govern- 
ment was ready to give a large sum of 
money to Lord Roberts, while at the 
same time they stinted the amount of 
money given to the families of those 
who had lost their lives or to the families 
of those who had been disabled during 
the war. 

He had made no attack upon Lord 
Roberts personally, for he believed him 
to be a kindly and a brave man. He 
thought, however, that he had _ been 
carried away by his desire to finish this 
war too quickly, and this ambition had 
led him into committing acts which he 
believed were contrary to the usages of 
war. He would mention one question 
as a case in point. It was by the order 
of Lord Roberts that the women and 
children in the refugee camps rece‘ved 
half rations if their husbands or fathers 
were engaged in hostilities against this 
country. No one could justify that 
order, and when the news that it was 
being enforced came over to England 
after attention had been called to it in 
this House the order was withdrawn. 
He had no doubt that Lord Roberts was a 
most gallant soldier, but he voted against 
this grant on the general ground that it 
was a bad and invidious system to give 
large sums of money to military men and 
not to give it to civilians who had distin- 
He did not 
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think that this war was soimportant,from | Those wounded men went out to South 
a military standpoint, that it justified | Africa healthy and strong, and served 
them in giving a large sum of money to | their country faithfullyand courageously, 
the Commander-in-Chief, however well he | and yet to-day they were dependent upon 
may have behaved in this matter. He/ the charity of others, and in some cases 
entirely agreed with his leader—[Minis- | upon the public rates, for the means of 
terial cries of ‘* Which ? ’’]—he answered | keeping life within them. Cases of this 
to the name of Campbell-Bannerman. kind ought to have a prior claim to any 
He agreed with his leader in thinking | proposals to honour the Commander-in- 
that it was most extraordinary that the Chief. 

Government should not have waited! There was another class of case which 
until the end of the war before proposing | also deserved prior consideration. His 
this grant. | Majesty the King was recently bestowing 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) ‘medals upon those who had returned 
said rie did oe object ee His Majesty from South Africa, and some eighty or 
Ta viatlenae any mark of favour he pleased ninety of those who had fought their way 
upon “aed Roberts at his own expense | through the campaign refused to receive 
but this was a motion to dip the national their medals at the King’s hand simply 
hand into the pockets of the taxpayers because they could not get their wages 
to the extent of £100,000. He thought ice ie nto gos: The promises 
they were entitled to ask for what reason | ™“C° to those men hac not been kept. 
this special sum of money was being [here was another question upon which 
bestowed upon the Commander-in-Chief. he thought they were entitled to have a 


Like the hon. Member who had just sat | ge oie ce wished Pad know ul 
down, he agreed that this sum was out of , Lord Roberts had been consulted in refer- 


proportion to the sums granted to other | Me to this grant. When he came home 
Lord Roberts refused to accept private 
hospitality, while the war was going on, 
and what reason had they now to believe 
that he was willing to accept this national 
to receive a certain salary for the perform. | mark of appreciation of his services while 
ance of their duty. He understood that | the war was as far from being over as it 
previous to the outbreak of this war Lord , Was at the period when he refused this 
Roberts’s salary was £4,000 a. year. private hospitality. : 
Most of the time that Lord Roberts and _ He now proposed to give some reasons 
other generals were receiving this salary, i” detail why the House should refuse to 
fortunately for the nation, they were vote the sum which it had been asked to 
practically unemployed. When war vote. The First Lord of the Treasury 
broke out they were called upon to had drawn a comparison between Lord 
perform the duties for which they were Roberts and the great generals who had 
paid, whether during peace or war, and gone before him, and he finished up by 
it seemed monstrous that in addition to alluding to the Duke of Wellington. The 
their salaries large sums should be voted right hon. Gentleman also added that 
to them by way of gratuity at the end of | Lord Roberts's career would add lustre to 
the war. The distinction made between | the great record of those generals who 
the general in command and the soldiers | had gone before him. He had taken the 
in the field was one which required more | trouble to refer to Hansard upon this 
than passing attention. The right hon. | subject, and he found that, at the end of 
Gentleman, in referring to the campaign, | the last campaign conducted by the Duke 
spoke with justifiable pride about the | of Wellington, Mr. Benjamin Disraeli, 
men who had served their country at a | speaking upon the grant made to the 
time of great need, and who had fought | Duke of Wellington, said that that could 
most of the time upon half rations. | be said of the Duke of Wellington which 
Thousands of those poor men had come | could be said of no other general, namely, 
home wounded, and hundreds of them | that he captured 3,000 cannon from the 
would return no more. What did the, enemy. and never lost a single gun. Mr. 
Government propose to do for these men | Disraeli also said that the greatness of 
and those dependent upon them ? ithe exploits of the Duke of Wellington 
[Nationalist cries of ‘‘ The workhouse.”’]' were even surpassed by other difficulties 
2D2 


vices. Certain men in the nation chose | 
the Army as a profession, and on rising 
tothe rank of a general they were entitled 
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which he had to encounter, for he had 
to encounter a feeble Government and a 
factious Opposition. It was for such 
services as those that the Duke of Wel- 
lington was voted £200,000. He did 
not want to pose as an authority on mili- 
tary strategy, but he knew that it was an 
accepted fact among the military autho- 
rities of practically all countries, and 
by many military authorities at home, 
that the military plan of Lord Roberts 
in South Africa was a failure, and was 
responsible for the long-drawn-out con- 
tinuance of the war. The truth was that 
Lord Roberts was more concerned with 
theatrical displays than with _ solid, 
substantial work. Lord Roberts rushed 
on to Pretoria without securing the 
country as he went along, and that 
fact alone had been largely responsible 
for the continuance of the war. Lord 
Roberts also misread the situation in 
South Africa, and did not understand the 
character of the people opposed to him, 
and these two errors had cost the country 
more than it would be able to pay for 
generations. 

There was another aspect of the ques- 
tion for which Lord Roberts was _pri- 
marily responsible, and which should not 
be passed over—the proclamation issued 
by Lord Roberts that the war was over, 
that all who were found in arms in the 
Transvaal and the Orange Free State 
would be treated as rebels, and the farm- 
burning and the inhuman treatment of 
women and children which followed were 
contrary to the rules of warfare laid down 
at the recent Hague Convention, which 
were accepted by this country, and 
placed a stain upon the annals of the 
British Army. When Lord Roberts 
declared the Free Staters and the Trans- 
vaalers rebels, simply because they were 
defending their own country, he was 
acting directly contrary to the Hague 
Convention. Besides this, he also com- 
plained of the great destruction of 
private property which had taken place 
in South Africa. The terms of the 
Hague Convention were as clear and 
explicit upon this point as language could 
possibly make them. It was laid down 
clearly that property was to be respected 
and that private property was not to be 
taken, unless a receipt was given in 
exchange. It was also laid down by the 
Hague Convention that people were not 
to be punished collectively for the acts of 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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| individuals, which they had no power to 
hinder, and that no pressure should be 
put upon the citizens of conquered terri- 
tory to accept the oath of allegiance, and 
that no proclamation should be effective 
until the occupation of the territory had 
been effected. In all those particulars 
and respects Lord Roberts by his conduet 
of the campaign was guilty of violating 
the terms of the Hague Convention. He 
‘issued his proclamation before he was in 
possession of the country. He gave 
orders that people were to be turned 
out of their homes, and he threatened 
that the property of those in the field 
should be confiscated unless they sur- 
rendered and took the oath of allegiance. 
Lord Roberts endeavoured to induce 
those brave men to act the part of cowards 
by deserting, for he offered them special 
terms both for themselves and_ their 
families if they would surrender. Fearing 
that this bribe might fail, Lord Roberts 
inflicted additional hardships upon the 
women and children of those in the field. 
‘It seemed to him to be the most scan- 
dalous incident in the whole campaign 
when Lord Roberts, over his own signa- 
ture at Pretoria, informed the Boers that 
the women and children who had been 
left behind by them in towns occupied 
by the British forces would be sent on to 
the Boer commandoes still in the field. 
It was quite bad enough to destroy their 
homes without threatening to send the 
women and children adrift. Amongst 
those poor women was the aged and 
dying wife of President Kruger. It was 
for acts of this kind that the Government 
proposed to place an honour upon the 
Commander-in-Chief of the British Army. 
To make war upon women and children 
was quite bad enough, but to make war 
upon an aged lady, whom Lord Roberts 
knew was stricken by disease, and was. in 
consequence, unable to accompany her 
husband to Europe, was a deed for which 
there was no excuse. He opposed this 
grant because he believed it was wrong in 
principle, because it had not been earned 
by the recipient, and because it was 
opposed to the opinion of the mass of the 
people. He did not believe that there 
was a constituency in England, much less 
Scotland and Wales, where the granting 
of this Vote would be endorsed by a 
popular vote. The Government and the 
| newspapers were trying to bluff the 
nation into believing that this was a 
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| trained soldiers, and all he had done was 


public platforms were putting forward | to unsuccessfully endeavour to suppress 


as an excuse for supporting this Vote the 
fact that such grants had been made 
before. At a time when taxation was 


going up by leaps and bounds he did not | 


believe that any man would be taken 
in by the argument that this House was 
justified in voting this large sum to Lord 
Roberts. He believed that this Vote was 
entirely wrong in principle, and that the 
nation would not endorse it. This grant 
had not been earned by the recipient, and 
he should divide the House against this 
motion. He was certain that if the 
matter could be tested by public opinion 
the nation would endorse with practical 
unanimity the attitude of opposition 
which he and other Members adopted to it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
said that anyone who had listened to 
the noble and sympathetic speech just 
delivered by the hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil must admit that he had expressed 
the sentiment of a man of the people. 
He had no hesitation in declaring that 
this war had been conducted by Lord 
Roberts with the maximum of cruelty and 
the minimum of humanity. His hon. 
friend the Member for East Mayo had 
not unnaturally spoken in indignant 
terms ot the horrible hypocrisy of Lord 
Roberts’s speech in Cape ‘Town in Decem- 
ber last, when he simply took a page from 
the history of Oliver Cromwell and 
gave it to the people in South Africa. 
He had listened to the speech of the 
First Lord of the Treasury with very 
great interest and pleasure, but he could 
not help thinking that the right hon. 
Gentleman had been skating on very 
thin ice. Nobody was able with greater 
success to trade on the ignorance of his 
fellow-creatures than the first Lord of 
the Treasury. He had told the House 
that they would make this grant to 
Lord Roberts and sink all mere political 
considerations. He thought the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office gave the 
right hon. Gentleman a few tips in the 
course of his speech. The right hon. 
Gentleman had drawn a glowing picture 
of this victorious warrior, and no his- 
torian had ever written such a glowing 
picture of the Balaclava charge as that 


, That was the act of a politician. 


two small communities whose joint popu- 


lation was not so great as the popula- 


tion of West Ham or of the county 
and the city of Dublin put together. 
The Boers had actually captured more 
| British soldiers than the whole total 
| of their own force in the field, and had 
| they possessed anything like equal num- 
| bers in South rAfrica, the Boers would 
have driven the British Armyinto the sea. 

It had been said that Lord Roberts 
had been brought before them simply as 
‘a military man. He had no unkindly 
feeling for the soldier who did his duty, 
but he did dislike the soldier-politician, 
and his charge was that Lord Roberts 
from first to last throughout the cam- 
paign had been a soldier-politician, and a 
| jingo soldier-politician. On the eve of 
his departure for South Africa he issued 
a manifesto to the Americans by way of 
furthering the great Anglo-Saxon alliance. 
Lord 
Roberts went out to South Africa with 
two proclamations in his pocket. He had 
power to annex those two countries 
just at the psychological and what 
moment did he choose? He chose the 
fourth of July as the day on which 
to issue his proclamation of annexation, 
and he made much of the fact that the 


‘surrender of Cronje took place on the 


anniversary of Majuba. Since that time 
the Boers had furnished them with 
quite twenty Majuba Hills. Moreover, 
Lord Roberts refused leave to an hon. 
Member of the House to visit the hos- 
pitals at Bloemfontein, because he knew 
that any disclosures might prejudice the 
result of the General Election ; he unduly 
applauded the men of the City Imperial 
Volunteer Regiment, who had returned 
home, while the working soldier was still 
fighting at a shilling a day and starving 
into the bargain, and throughout he 
was only thinking of highly placed 
individuals, whom he pushed in every 
way, at the expense of the working officer 
and soldier. Lord Roberts’s conduct of 
this campaign had been most properly 
denounced by the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil as one in which every 
advantage had been given to the 





which had been drawn by the right hon. wealthier classes as against the poorer. 
Gentleman upon the Front Bench to-day Lord Roberts throughout the campaign 
concerning the deeds of Lord Roberts. | only thought of the highly placed indi- 
Lord Roberts was at the head of 250,000 ‘viduals. Who was the man who raised 
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the British flag at Pretoria? It was the 
Duke of Westminster. Another noble 
Lord raised the flag at Bloemfontein. 
How did they treat the Volunteers and 
the Imperial Yeomanry who were in 
danger of being deprived of their means 
of livelihood, because they were kept 
in South Africa longer than the period 
for which they contracted, while the 
dukes and lords were allowed to go to 
and fro just as they pleased. He asked 
the First Lord of the Treasury some 
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time ago if he would give the House | 
some of the correspondence which passed | 


between the Cabinet and Lord Roberts 
with reference to the precise day on which 
the war ought to be over, for the purposes 
of the General Election. The right hon. 
Gentleman assumed his most virtuous 
tone and said he would not give him any 
information. He had, however, en- 
deavoured to get that information. 


For four weeks before the General Election | 
the oracles were dumb, the press censors | 
not allowing one item of news of im- | 


portance to come from South Africa, 


because it would not serve the purpose | 
But Lord Roberts's | 
own despatches, recently published, were | 
interesting as showing what was going | 


of the Government. 


on when the General Election was on the 
tapis. During the four weeks preceding 
the General Election, no news was given 
to the country with respect to the cap- 
tures made by the Boers in the Orange 
Free State and the Transvaal, and until 
Ladybrand had been relieved there 
was not a single notice that the place had 
been besieged. Rustenburg had also 
been besieged. He was glad that the 
press censor was present in the House, 
and he would correct him if he waswrong. 
There was one surrender which was 
never allowed to be officially announced, 


and, again, a battle in which twenty- | 


six lives were lost, no news of which was 
given to the country at the time. 
That would not have suited the pur- 
pose of the heroes who were going into 
Parliament at the Election. It was a 
curious thing that Lord Roberts knocked 
down generals just in the same way 
as a child would knock down ninepins. 
Whenever anything went wrong down 
went a general. There were ever so 
many people who came under the lash 
of Lord Roberts’s highly judicial tone 
—a Daniel come to judgment, with a 
jingo tail behind him. Sir Redvers 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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Buller, Sir Charles Warren, Sir William 
Gatacre, and Sir Henry Colvile had 
‘fallen under the lash of Lord Roberts, 
/They were not in favour with the 
| gold millionaires whose finances were in- 
| volved in this war. Lord Methuen, the 
hero of Graspan, Modder River, Belmont, 
jand Magersfontein, was still in South 
Africa. Was Lord Methuen still there 
| because he was an original shareholder 
|in the Rhodes company, or because he 
| was a society peer ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: What has 
got to do with the Vote ? 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he would 
show that. He was impeaching Lord 
| Roberts’s fairness and discretion. [Minis- 
'terial cries of ‘‘ Order,” ‘* Withdraw,” 
“ Cowardly,” ‘‘ Name,” and ‘ Divide ”’ ; 
and Nationalist cries of ‘‘ Shut up,” and 
‘* Bullies.""] When he made that obser- 
vation in reference to Lord Robcits he 
was thinking of letters which he hed 
in his possession from heartbroken 
|parents whose children were destroyed 
by the blundering at Magersfontein. 
Methuen’s despatches in reference to 
Magersfontein were never published, 
With regard to the policy of farm-burn- 
ing, the hon. Member said that what had 
been done was scarcely paralleled in the 
blood-stained annals of Turkey One 
farm had not been mentioned, and that 
was the farm of the gallant De Wet. 
He was glad that Lord Roberts was the 
man who burned the farms. If it had 
been Lord Kitchener, he thought that 
general would have burned De Wet’s 
family too. Referring to the military 
|government of Johannesburg, the 
/hon. Member asked how Lord Roberts 
acted in that matter. There was 
}searcely a position in Johannesburg 
which had not been given to mine-agents 
or people in some way connected with 
the mines. There was a horrible and 
odious incident for which Lord Roberts 
was directly responsible--the so called 
trial of Cordua, and his execution, 
which was a foul act. Lord Roberts 
was in Pretoria in August last year, 
and there were a considerable number 
|of Dutch there who had taken the oath 
of allegiance. But what occurred ! It 
was almost inconceivable except that 
they knew similar things had been done 
in Ireland. The Government sent 4 
half-Greek, half-Spaniard to induce 


that 
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these men to break the oath of allegiance, 
and the boy Cordua was seduced by this 
man. It only reminded Irishmen of the 
acts of the Government thirty years ago, 
when spies were employed to capture 
Fenians by going to Catholic chapels. 
[Cries of ** Divide,” and a Nationalist 
Member, “ They're afraid of the truth.”’] 
The press censors prevented news coming 
from South Africa on the pretext that 
they were afraid it would reach the 
enemy, but it was the enemy in this 
country they were afraid of. He had 
asked questions again and again about 
what was going on in South Africa, 
but he had sometimes been unable to 
elicit the information he desired. Colonel 
Kekewich, the gallant commander at 


Kimberley, was constantly obstructed | 


by Mr. Rhodes during the siege. When 
General French relieved Kimberley, 


Rhodes ordered Kekewich out of his 
room, and yet Rhodes was praised. 
Were the Government afraid of Rhodes ? 
Why was it that Lord Roberts took no 


notice of that ? When he asked a question 


on the subject he was told that Lord 
foberts had his own motives for this. 
What were these motives? Now that 
they were to give him £100,000, they 
ought to know the faith that was in 
Lord Roberts. Did hon. Gentlemen 
know that the war would have 
ended as far back as June, 1900, but for 
Lord Roberts? Very important and in- 
teresting despatches had been published. 
Sir R. Buller recommended that there 
should be an armistice, and that the 
Boers should have some little terms of 
independence. But Lord Roberts insisted 
on unconditional surrender (cheers). 
Hon. Gentlemen who were cheering 
should remember that two or three of 
their colleagues had lost their eldest 
sons in the war since the policy of un- 
conditional surrender was announced. 
That was over eight months ago, and 
since then 124 officers and 1.450 men 
had been killed in action. The war 
was said to be over in September last— 
nearly a year ago, but it was still going 
on. The Commander-in-Chief, having 
the instincts ot a gentleman, refused a 
complimentary sword six weeks ago 
because the war was not yet over, and he 
did not wish any public acknowledg- 
ment until it was fully accomplished. 
The hon. Member had never lost an 
opportunity of denouncing this war 


{31 JuLy 1901} 


Lord Roberts. 742 


and all its ways. He had not made a 
speech on the subject since the closing 
day of last Parliament. Since then he 
had been at the gates of death, but 
he thanked God he was able once more 
to denounce this abominable and organ- 
ised iniquity. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
said that in opposing this Vote he had 
no intention whatever of taking the 
course adopted by previous speakers, 
of indulging in a series of diatribes 
against Lord Roberts. He had no 
hesitation in accepting without serious 
comment the eloquent tribute which 
had been paid to him in regard to the 
conduct of the war by the First Lord of 





the Treasury. But many hon. Mem- 
bers on the Opposition side of the House 
objected to the grant on grounds apart 
from any criticism of Lord Roberts’s con- 
duct of the war. It was a_ painful 
thing for him to come and oppose any 
honour that could be conferred on Lord 


Roberts, but— 
** Peace hath her victories, 
No less renowned than War” ; 

and he thought the First Lord had 
neglected an opportunity he had wher 
he did not allude to the great 
services Lord Roberts had rendered 
to the Army in times of peace, and 
especially in the matter of temperance. 
Lord Roberts had bestowed much care 
on the material interests of the 
private soldier in connection with im- 
proving the condition of barracks. The 
improved discipline and efficiency of the 
Army was a consequence of the en- 
couragement he had given to movements 
of that kind. There was only one blot 
on Lord Roberts’s administration in 
India, and that was in regard to canton- 
ment prostitution; but he would not 
enter into that subject at present. They 
objected to the grant on account of the 
excessive and disproportionate amount 
asked for in respect of the services he had 
rendered in South Africa. If they 
compared it with previous grants it 
would be seen that the amount was 
excessive, and in proposing such a large 
sum the Government were establishing a 
dangerous precedent. Let it be compared 
with what had been paid to Lord Roberts 
for more distinguished services. He 
conducted a brilliant campaign and led a 





brilliant march in Afghanistan, but 
for his services there was only voted 
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£12,500. The Egyptian campaign was 
as great as what was involved in Lord 
Roberts’s services in South Africa, 
but for these services Lord Wolseley only 
received a grant of £30,000 or £40,000, 
and Sir Beauchamp Seymour received 
only £20,000. There was no greater 
justification for the proposed Vote of 
£100,000 to Lord Roberts than for those 
votes. He objected to separate treatment 
of one particular branch of the public 
service. The Civil Service had its records 
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of achievements which would compare | 


with any that any general ever secured. 
If the great Civil Service was prepared 
to do its work and carry on its great 
enterprises without looking to these 
monetary rewards, coupled with honours, 
he thought the military service might 
do the same thing. Lord Roberts as 
Commander-in-Chief received £5,000 a 
year, the same salary as the Prime 
Minister and the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury ; in fact, it was the top salary paid 
for official services. A Vote of £100,000 
out of the taxpayers’ money in addition 
to various honours was an outrage on 
the sense of the House. It was in accord 
with the general extravagance of the pre- 
sent Government. It was time the 
Government got out of the extravagant 
frame of mind they had got into in conse- 
quence of the war. For these and other 
raesons he should oppose this Vote, and 
in doing so he believed he should be 
voicing the views of many hon. Members 
around him, 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): My hon. friend who has just sat 
down said that £5,000 a year was the 
largest salary paid in the Civil Service, 
but I think he must have omitted to 
notice on the Treasury Bench a gentle- 
man who receives about £20,000 a year 
for the great services he renders. 
Hon. Memper: Not in salary.] Yes, 
it is largely salary; at any rate, 
the salary is more than £5,000. I 


have not risen to comment on the 
financial aspect of the question, but 
to state in a few words the one 
reason which will guide me in the 
vote [ am about to give. I speak 
simply for myself, and anybody else 
who may care to agree with me. I 


share to the full the sentiments expressed 
on this side of the House below the gang- 
way in objecting altogether to these 
grants on principle. I have never during 


Mr. Caine. 
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ithe fifteen or sixteen years I have been 
|in Parliament voted for any special grant 
|for any special services. 1 believe it has 
‘been laid down by the Admiralty that 
‘special rewards for special services are 
contrary to the best interests of the 
service. I share in the general objection 
to grants of this kind, but a special reason 
animates me in this case. I am not going 
to deal with the war, the conduct of the 
war, or the policy that led to the war, 
I take no notice of any of these matters, 
but there is one point which has not yet 
been noticed, and J think it deserves the 
attention of those who represent the 
Government in regard to this Vote. 
Let me recall tothe House what happened 
at the beginning of this session and the 
session before last. Eighteen months 
ago the war in South Africa appeared to 
be in a dangerous position, and public 
opinion was rising against those who 
were supposed to be responsible for its 
mismanagement. It was rising in par- 
ticular against the generals who were 
conducting the war. The press, which 
had been most anxious in promoting the 
policy of the war, was loudest in de- 
nouncing the generals, the War Office, 
and the Government. Things were so 
critical at the beginning of the session 
before last that I think it was a matter 
of prudence and necessity for the Govern- 
ment to do what it did. It came down 
to this House and promised an inquiry 
into the whole conduct of the war. That 
inquiry has been promised again and 
again, and no member of the Govern- 
ment has ever in his place or outside the 
House repudiated that promise. | do not 
suppose that the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite would seek to repudiate it now. 
We want to know whether the Govern- 
ment still adhere to the promise that the 
whole conduct of this campaign is to be 
the subject of an impartial.de lil rate, 
and complete inquiry? If that is the 
policy of the Government, and I do not 
‘see how they can declare any other, 
how can they ask us now, before the 
inquiry has taken place, to pass judgment 
upon one portion of that inquiry by 
' voting the sum we are asked to vote for 
Lord Roberts? Theconduct of the war 
includes the conduct of the general in 
complete command of the troops. There- 
fore I say if the Government adhere to 
the pledge they gave and repeated so 
‘often, the proposal they now make is 
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premature. Prematureness has marked 
the whole conduct of the Government 
in reference to this unhappy campaign. 
The return of Lord Roberts was prema- 
ture, and I venture to think that the 
General Election was premature. The 
peerage to Sir Alfred Milner was prema- 
ture. Why should he or anyone else in 
the civil or military service be rewarded 
before the war is over, before the House 
or the country have the means of pro- 
nouncing judgment on the campaign ? 
If the First Lord adheres to the pledge 
that there shall be a full ind complete 
inquiry, I protest that the fact that this 
inquiry has not taken place, apart from 
all the other general grounds I have 
mentioned, would be for me a reason not 
only sufficient, but obligatory, to go into 
the lobby against this Vote. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said he would 
not be doing justice to his constituency 
if he did not oppose this grant. He came 
from a city which would go down in 
history as an example of English 
treachery and bad faith. He had no hesi- 
tation in calling the enormous sum they 
were asked to vote to Lord Roberts 
“blood money.” It was money granted as 
the price of the blood shed and the misery 
entailed in South Africa during this 
nefarious and unjust war. When the 
impartial history of this war came to be 
written,it would bring the blush of shame 
to the cheek of every honest English 
gentleman. The great majority of the 
Irish nation had denounced this war from 
beginning toend. The Government had 
plunged into this war in the most reckless 
and cruel manner. They were asked to 
vote this great sum of money to Lord 
Roberts. Why should not the private 
soldiers who fought the battles be better 
provided for ? Why was the money due 
to them withheld, and why had the 
maimed and wounded in some cases to go 
into the workhouse, when it was proposed 
to grant so much to one man? The 
Nationalist Members had no desire to 
come to this House at all. They wished 


to be allowed to carry on their own, 


business in Ireland, and the sooner the 
British Members came to realise that the 
better. They were not sent to this 
House for any other purpose than to 
fight, and they would dosoas longas they 
were here. 


*THe CHAIRMAN pointed out that | 
the hon. Member’s remarks were not 
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relevant to the question before the Com- 
nittee. 

Mr. JOYCE said he was wandering 
away from the subject with a purpose. 
He had got out all he wanted to say on 
that subject. He had raised his voice 
against this grant, and, please God, he 
would give his vote against it. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said he 
was a countryman of Lord Roberts, but 
he felt that he would be false to the 
opinions he held and in his duty to those 
who had elected him if he did not asso- 
ciate himself in every particular with 
the views of his hon. friend the Member 
for East Mayo. The Nationalist mem- 
bers knew well that the views they held 
with regard to the conduct of the war 
‘were not the views of the majority of 
the members of this House, and they 
were likewise aware that the views they 
enunciated with regard to Lord Roberts 
were distasteful to a large extent to many 
members, but they were sent to the 
House to speak the opinions of those who 
elected them. The horrors of this war 
had been brought home in a dismal way 
to the mansion of the rich and the hut 
or cabin of the poor, and Ireland was no 
exception in that respect. While he said 
those people had his condolence, with 
respect to his own country he said— 
although it might appear unnatural 
to some people—he could not have that 
regard for them that he had for English- 
men because he thought it was a humilia- 
ting sight to see his fellow countrymen 
doing the bailiff’s work for England in 
destroying the homes of people in South 
Africa. Roughly speaking, the people 
of this country had pronounced in favour 
of the war and in favour of the methods 
with which it had been pursued, and the 
Nationalists regarded with admiration 
the courage of the small minority in this 
country who had protested against the 
war and the methods used by Lord 
Roberts: and although they had been 
subjected to intimidation, which had 
been encouraged in high quarters, they 
had held their own, and the people to 
whom they appealed had in most cases 
honoured them by returning them to 
this House. From the commencement 
of the war those whom the Nationalists 
represented had raised their voices 
against it and against the methods with 
which it had been pursued. He ven- 
tured to say that Lord Roberts had not 
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added to his reputation by the conduct 
of the war in South Africa. He went 
to the war with something like 250,000 
men at his disposal, and if he had found it 
necessary to ask for more he would have 
had more. [Cheers.] Quite so, but 
whom had he against him? He had 
against him something like 25,000, or 
30,000 at the most, of untrained farmers. 
The way in which these men had fought 


and had wolloped the British on many | 


occasions was not very much to the 
credit of Lord Roberts. He would read 
an extract confirming what he had been 
saying. On 20th February last a letter 
was published in The Times dated Pre- 
toria, 21st January, which said— 

“When Lord Kitchener took over the 
command, he and those generals who were 
associated with him had to face a condition of 
affairs closely resembling that which met Lord | 
Roberts on his arrival in South Africa twelve 
months ago. 
a certain amount of disorganisation had set in. 
Troops had become loosely distributed all over 
the two colonies. Brigades which should 
have been able to operate in conjunction had 
lost touch with each other. On our lines of 
communication there were points where 
bunches of horse, foot, artillery had been 
collected, while other and equally important 
points were inadequately guarded and open to 
sudden attack at any moment. Positions 
which might prove of considerable strategic 
value were totally unoccupied, and entire 
battalions had become isolated in other positions 
in such a manner as to be rendered practically 
useless. Sections, and in some cases whole | 
batteries, of artillery held places which there | 
was not the faintest prospect of the Boers ever 
visiting, and other places, which a few guns 
would have made perfectly safe, were exposed 
to almost certain attack and very possible 
capture.” 


The authorship of that document had 
never been publicly acknowledged, but 
many men conversant with military 
matters said that to a large extent it 


In the natural course of events | jn regard to his country. 


| Roberts. 
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| should have been blown up. But nothing 
| was more justifiable according to the 
laws of war than the blowing up of rail. 
ways where it was desirable to cut off the 
supplies of the enemy. The Boers were 
perfectly justified in their action, but 
Lord Roberts was not justified in his 
action. By what right or title did he 
call these men, bravely fighting for 
| their homes, “‘ rebels ’’? That was only 
a manceuvre to justify their being dealt 
| with as rebels. They were rebels in no 
sense of the word; and to call them 
rebels would not redound to the credit 
of Lord Roberts ; they were a brave and 
chivalrous race, true champions in 
defence of their hearths and homes. He 
would like to say candidly that he wished 
he could speak more favourably of a 
fellow-countryman. 

He was something of a sentimentalist 
For his own 
part he liked to see the success of any- 
thing Irish, even of an Irish horse, or an 
Irish dog. He remembered well when 
Master McGrath won the Waterloo Cup 
how they all rejoiced. He wished, 
therefore, that he could congratulate his 
fellow-countrymen ; but as an Irishman 
representing Waterford, where Lord 
Roberts’s family had lived for generations, 
he felt he would be false to his own con- 
victions if he did not protest with voice 
and vote against this grant to Lord 
He maintained that future 
generations, looking with a dispassionate 
eye on the proceedings in South Africa, 
would say that Lord Roberts had not 
acted with generosity towards the brave 
Boers—a handful of unarmed peasants. 
[Cries of ‘Oh, oh,” and laughter.] 
The verdict of history would be that 
these were brave, unarmed men, and not 


represented the views of Lord Kitchener ; the miserable caricatures to be found in 


and he thought that it did reflect on the 
conduct of Lord Roberts, because the 
things his Lordship was sent out to amend 


the music-halls and _ theatres. Hon. 
Members opposite could not belittle 
these brave men without belittling them- 


had not been amended, and_ because | selves. They ought to praise the valour 


things when Lord Roberts was leaving 
South Africa were nearly as bad as when 
he went there. The great blot on the 
administration of Lord Roberts was the 
farm burning. It was said that in those 
districts regular warfare had ceased, 
and had been succeeded by guerilla war- 
fare, which Lord Roberts declared must 
be put down. 

Lord Roberts had spoken as if it was 
an unpardonable crime that the railways 


Mr. Power. 


which the Boers had shown on many 4 


hard-fought field. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.): 
said that while the hon. Member for 
Waterford argued that he was speaking 
with regard to Lord Roberts as represent- 
ing his constituents, he as representing 
‘his own English constituency held that 
‘that constituency entertained absolutely 

contrary views in regard to the Com- 
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mander-in-Chief. He had every inten- | districts, and fought the election perfectly 
tion of supporting the Vote, and he was | fairly. It was very unfortunate to mix 
only too glad to know that on this occa- | up the Army with politics in this country, 
sion he should be following the Leader | and we had always hitherto kept the 
of the Opposition, who had in the debate Army entirely aloof from politics. He 
expressed his approval of the grant to | was perfectly certain that Lord Roberts 
Lord Roberts. He felt confident that | had never lent himself in any way to play 
that decision of his leader would give the the part of a party politician in this 
greatest satisfaction to the great majority matter. It had been said that this war 
of the Liberal party in the country. He} was not an important war from the 
regretted that one hon. Member sitting military point of view. He was not 
on the Front Opposition Bench had speaking there as a soldier, but as a 
thought it right to say that he was going | civilian, and he held that this was a most 
to vote against the grant because the | important war from the point of view of 
Government had refused an inquiry.| our nation and our great Empire. 
That was not the question before the| From the way that the colonies had 
House. The question was whether the rallied to us in every part of the world, 
House was prepared to refuse to recognise | we saw that they understood that we 
the services of Lord Roberts to this | were not only fighting for South Africa, 
country ; and that was the only question | but for the Empire. He believed himself 
on which he was going to vote. As to that the great majority of the electors 
the merits of the war, and as to the | of this country looked upon this war as a 
details of the conduct of the war generally, | question of the Empire, and were ready 
he held himself perfectly free to criticise | to put their country before party con- 
the Government at the proper moment. | siderations.¥ 1B 
The question was, did they believe ornot| \Mr BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
that Lord Roberts had served his country shire, Eifion) said he wished to say a few 
well in this war ? words in order to explain that his oppo- 
If for no other reason, he would have sition to this Vote did not arise in the 
risen from these benches to show that slightest degree from the very strong 
there were some Radicals who had not | views he entertained as to the justice and 
the slightest sympathy with the statement | expediency of the war. He believed 
of the hon. Member for South Donegal that the soldiers had absolutely nothing 
that Lord Roberts had conducted the war to do with the justice or injustice of the 
with the maximum of cruelty and the} war in which they might be engaged. 
minimum of humanity. He repudiated | It was their duty, as Lord Tennyson had 
the suggestion that Lord Roberts had | said, “not to reason why,” but to do 
carried on the war with the maximum of | their duty or die. But it was the duty of 
cruelty and the minimum of humanity. | members of the House to learn the reason 
They had been told that Lord Roberts | why; and if he abstained from sup- 
had lent himself to electioneering tactics. | porting this Vote to Lord Roberts it 
He regretted that such a mean suggestion | was not on account of the views he held 
had been put forward from any section of | as to the justice of the war. He asso- 
this House. He had not the slightest | ciated himself with a number of speakers 
doubt that during the election certain | on that side of the House who objected 
Conservative candidates had in the most | very strongly to these military Votes as 
unjustifiable way tried to exploit Lord | distinct from similar Votes which would 
Roberts. They tried to hoodwink the | not be granted for civil services. He 
electors by alleging that in voting against | would not go so far as to say that under 
Conservative candidates they would be | no circumstances would a Vote of this 
voting against Lord Roberts, and against | kind be justifiable, but he thought it 
our generals and our soldiers. Some of | should only be granted in a very rare 
them, he regretted to say, sat on the/| andexceptionalcase. Inthis generation, 
Front Treasury Bench at the present | within the last thirty or forty years, we 
moment ; but the great majority of | had made these Votes of little value by 
Conservative candidates did not stoop to | continually passing them on the most 
that mean and contemptible way of | trivial and unexceptional occasions. He 
getting votes. Many of them, indeed, | had voted against the grants to Lord 
repudiated the suggestion in their own Wolseley for the Ashantee War and to 
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Lord Kitchener for the Soudan War, in | 
which the ordinary military operations | 
ought to have presented no difficulties 
whatever to civilised and highly discip- | 
lined troops as against half-civilised and 
badly-armed native levies. 

This war certainly could not be said 
to bea small war. It might be said that 
it Was a war against undisciplined men, 
in our sense of the term ; but these men | 
were certainly not wanting in military 
capacity, while their bravery was un- 
questioned. This war was a great war, 
but its greatness was due entirely to 
the extraordinary military capacity and 
almost superhuman bravery shown by 
these two small nations, whose adult 
male inhabitants capable of bearing 
arms did not amount to over 30,000 or 
40,000, but who had to attack and meet 
from first to last ten times their numbers, 
and who were still carrying on the war 
in a way that had nonplussed our ablest 
generals. He said it was a great war. 
but the greatness was on the part of the 
Boers. [Cries of “Oh, oh.”] Who 
would say that there had been any 
greatness or any military capacity dis- 
played on the other side, when they had 
250,000 disciplined English troops 
opposed to 20,000 Boers! But there 
were other considerations in this matter, 
which, even if the war had been con- 
ducted between equal numbers of Boers 
and English, would make it impossible 
for him to support this Vote 

To justify such a grant as was now 
proposed to the Committee, the war 
should not only be a great one, but the 
services rendered by the recipient ought 
to be conspicuously great, and show 
conspicuous and exceptional ability. He 
ventured to say that no one would assert 
that the services rendered by Lord 
Roberts were conspicuous or brilliant. 
They had not been even decently success- 
ful—to say nothing of brilliancy or signal 
success. He doubted whether there was 
a military man living in the country who 
did not regard the military reputation of 
Lord Roberts as having been lowered 
rather than increased by this war. 
[Cries of ** Oh, oh.”’] His firm belief was 
that that was the impression of the Army, 
and that Lord Roberts’s reputation as a 
military commander stood higher before 
the war than now. He was, with other 
hon. Members, quite willing to disclaim 
any knowledge of military strategy ; but | 
Mr. Bryn Roberts. 


{COMMONS}, 


results of military strategy. A 
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it was not necessary for a man to have 
military knowledge to judge of the 
man 
might see when a thing had come to an 
end without having been able to take 
part in it himself, and they could say 


whether the strategy of any great general 


had been fully successful or not. The 
admissions of Lord Roberts himself 
proved that his strategy had not been 
successful. When Lord Roberts said 
twelve months ago that the war was over, 
that proved that it ought to have been 
over, and when Lord Milner months ago 
said that the position in South Africa had 
retrograded rather than advanced during 
the previous six months, it proved that 
Lord Roberts's strategy had been a com- 
plete failure. [Cries of ‘‘ Oh, oh.’’] Well, 
but what was the result 2? Was the war 
over when Lord Roberts alleged that it 
was over ? However, he did not want to 
elaborate that point any further. 

After all, the strongest grounds he 
had for opposition to this Vote was the 
methods by which this war had been 
carried on by Lord Roberts. He main- 
tained that these methods were not 
creditable to Lord Roberts, and were 
totally opposed to the traditions of the 
British Army. [Cries of ‘Oh, oh!”] 
Did hon. Members say that it was accord- 
ing to the traditions of the British 
Army to destroy villages and burn 
farms? He would quote an authority 
greater than Lord Roberts himself. 
He had got the life of Lord Clyde, by 
General Shadwell, and in vol. I. page 241, 
it was stated— 

“One portion of Colonel Bradshaw’s Report 
referred to the destruction of certain villages 
by the troops elicited the marked disapproba- 
tion of the Commander-in-Chief (Sir C. Napier), 
who could not tolerate the idea of British 
troops destroying villages and leaving poor 
women and young children to perish with cold 
in the depth of winter. His mind, however, 
was much relieved by the result of an inquiry 
made by Sir Colin, who ascertained that the 
measure emanated from the political and not 
from the military authorities.” 


Possibly that was the case in South 
Africa. 


“ Sir Colin’s views were in entire accordance 
with those of his chief in this matter ; and, in 
his subsequent operations against the wild 
tribes, it will be seen how repugnant to his 
nature was the destruction of villages and 
crops, which by the direction of the civil 
authority he was required to enforce.” 


In writing to Sir Colin Campbell, after- 











753 
ward: 
said— 
“ I | 
Repor 
not th 
know 
cial m 

ral. 

and le 
perish 
take ¢ 
my co 
work 
Th 
whic! 
Colin 
“ It 

seen 
marcl 
by th 
ceedil 
trary 
be ad 
unmi! 
and h 
be ag: 
to isst 
not ul 
stroy! 
peris| 
the w 
mitte 
eall fc 
impo! 
If 
resol 
villa; 
abso 
the | 
and 
refer 
no q 
exc 
gene 
grea 
wou 
notv 
yellc 
conc 
warl 
and 
The 
ther 
heac 
parc 
exal 
was 
Lor 
rave 
suid 
neceé 
in a 
pris 
exCl 
beer 











ort 
e8 


r), 
sh 
or 
Id 
r, 
ry 
he 
ot 


ce 
in 
Id 
1is 


vil 











{31 Juty 1901} 


753 Supply—Grant to 
wards Lord Clyde, Sir Charles Napier | 
said— 


“T am much annoyed to find by Bradshaw’s 
Report that villages had been destroyed. I can- 
not think he did this, but being resolved to 
know whose doing it was I send you an offi- 
cial memorandum through the Adjutant-Gene- 
ral. What! British troops destroying villages 
and leaving poor women and young children to 
perish? Ican hardly believe this, but will 
take good care it never happens again under 
mycommand. . . . I hope it has been the 
work of the politicians, not the soldiers.” 

This was the official memorandum 
which Sir Charles Napier sent to Sir 
Colin Campbell— 

“Tt is with surprise and regret that I have 
seen Lieut.-Col. Bradshaw’s Report of his 
march .. . that villages have been destroyed 
by the troops. I desire to know why a pro- 
ceeding at variance with humanity, and con- 
trary to the usages of civilised warfare, came to 
be adopted. ' 
unmilitary, and so injurious to the discipline 
and honour of the Army. Should the troops 
be again called upon to act you will be pleased 
to issue orders that war is to be made on men, 
not upon defenceless women and children, by de- 
stroying their habitations, and leaving them to 
perish without shelter from the inclemency of 
the winter. I have heard of no outrages com- 
mitted by these wild mountaineers that could 
call for conduct so cruel, so unmilitary, and so 
impolitic.”’ 

If it was not true that the policy 
resorted to by Lord Roberts of destroying 
villages, crops, and farms was_ not 
absolutely opposed to the traditions of 
the British Army, words had no meaning. 
and yet the men to whom Sir C. Napier 
referred were savage pagans who gave 
no quarter ; and there was no sort of an 
excuse for an unsuccessful and feeble 
general to resort to the practices which 
great soldiers like Napier and Clyde 
would not sanction. He ventured to say, 
notwithstanding the clamours of the 
yellow press, that no war had ever been 
conducted in which the usages of civilised 
warfare had been so closely observed, 
and even bettered, as by the Boers. 
They had taken prisoners and released 
them without touching a hair of their 
heads, and without even demanding a 
parole. He held that that was an 
example in the history of the world. It 
was said that military necessity justified 
Lord Roberts in burning the farms and 
ravaging the country. Could it not be 
said with greater reason that the military 
necessity would have justified the Boers 
in according different treatment to their 
prisoners ? 
excuse for the barbarities which had 
been perpetrated. Even if the strategy 


I disapprove of such cruelties, so. 


There was not a shadow of | 





Lord Roberts. 


754 
of Lord Roberts had surpassed that of 
Wellington or Napoleon he would have 
declined to vote a single shilling to him, 
because he had disgraced British troops 
and British traditions by resorting to 
practices of this kind. [Cries of ‘ Oh. 
oh!”’] This policy had not only been 
cruel and barbarous, but it had not had 
the miserable merit of success. It was 
admitted that it had not only been a 
military error but that it had infuriated 
the Boers and infused new courage and 
determination into them. The failure 
of the peace negotiations was due to 
this more than to any other course. 
Having annexed the country we should 
have to govern the people, and how 
would that task be facilitated? By the 
enormities which had been perpetrated ? 
Those who held opinions such as his 
were told that when they denounced 
these atrocities they were charging the 
British soldier with barbarous conduct. 
He did not believe the British soldier 
to be immaculate—it would be absurd 
to expect any army to consist of men 
who were perfect—but, making that 
allowance, he believed that there had 
never been a war in which the com- 
batant soldier had acquitted himself 
with less brutality. The evidence of 
the Dutch women and people testified to 
that. Letters from privates, corporals,and 
sergeants showed that they deplored the 
work—some of them called it the beastly 
work—which they had been called upon 
to perform. There was no charge 
against the private soldier. That charge 
was against the military authorities, 
the generals in command. and_ the 
authorities in this country who sanctioned 
the atrocities. He looked with horror 
to the result in the immediate future. 
It seemed to him that there was a 
great danger of famine arising in that 
country within a short time. The 
natural products of the country had 
been entirely destroyed, and it was as 
much as the railway could do in time 
of peace to supplement the natural 
supplies for the support of the civil 
population: while there were now, 
| in addition, the army of 250,000 troops. 
It should be remembered that the entire 
provender for the whole community 
had to be purchased in England or 
elsewhere, and transported to South 
Africa. Not only were the railways 
‘unequal for the transport, but the 
‘harbours on the sea-board were in- 
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sufficient to receive and 
this food. 

*THoe CHAIRMAN: 
The hon. Gentleman is 
beyond the Vote. 
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Order, 
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Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he 


agreed with the hon. Member for the 

order ! | Eifion Division that the military services 
travelling far | of Lord Roberts did not call for this 
|vast sum. The First Lord of the Trea- 

|sury had said that Wellington and Lord 


discharge all 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said that that | 
was the result of the policy of denudation | 
which had been inaugurated by Lord | 
Roberts. However, he did not wish 
to continue the argument, because he 
knew that apprehensions about the 
future and evil prophecies were of very 
little value in this House or anywhere else. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it necessary to reply to the charges made 
against Lord Roberts: I think they fall 
by their own weight. Every aspect of 
this question—at any rate, every aspect | 
hostile to the Vote—has now been deve- 
loped at great length and with great 
elaboration, and I venture to press the 
Committee now to come to a decision. 


Roberts were about equal in attainments, 
To a certain extent he agreed with that. 
He had been reading Lord Wolseley’s 
‘* Life of Wellington,” in which he dealt 
with th Waterloo campaign, and the 
inference he drew from that was that 
Wellington won the battle of Waterloo 
by the greatest fluke in history. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 257; 
Noes, 108. (Division List No. 381.) 
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Aird, Sir John 
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Bailey, James (Walworth) 
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Banbury, Frederick George 
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Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
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Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 
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Bullard, Sir Herry 

Butcher, John George 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
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Chapman, Edward 
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Lambton, Hon.Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar . 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. William Ed. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
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Legg: 
Leig! 
Leves 
Llewe 
Lo le 
Long 
Long 
Lons 
Lowe 
Loyd 
Luca: 
Luca’ 
Maced 
Macl 
Maco 
M‘Ar 
MW’Ca 
MIv 
M‘Ki 
Maje! 
Male« 
Manr 
Mapy 
Maxv 
Melvi 
Mild: 
Milto 
Mitel 
Moles 
Mont 
Moon 
More 
Morg 
Morr 
Morr 
Mort 
Mour 
Munt 
Murr 
Murr 
Murr 


Abra! 
Allen 
Amb 
Athei 
Bayle 
Beau 
Blake 
Bolan 
Bolto 
Boyle 
Broac 
Brow 
Burk 
Burn 
Burt, 
Buxt 
Caldy 
Came 
Camp 
Camp 
Colvil 
Cond 
Crean 
Cullir 
Delan 
Done 
Doog: 
Dutfy 
Edwa 
Elibai 
Esmo 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson- -Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M’Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, EF.) 
M‘Iver,SrLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Mappin, Sir FrederickThorpe 


| Plummer, Walter R. 

| Pr ‘yman, Ernest George 

| Purvis, Robert 

| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


| Rentoul, James Alexander 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


Maxwell, Rt HnSirH.E.(Wigt’n | 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George HerLert 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F, 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Mount, Wm. Arthur 

Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
| Ropner, Colonel Robert 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) | 


Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) | 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.)! 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 


| Flavin, Michael Joseph 


{31 Juty 1901} 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Renwick, George ; 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen) 


Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 





Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | 


NOES 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Kt. Hon. H. J. 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam | 


| Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrT ydvil) 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | 


Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, J. (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


| Leamy, Edmund 





| Lough, Thomas 


Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, Sir JohnGeo. Smyth | 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 


Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Lord Roberts. 758 


Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest (W.Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt Hn.J. G. (Oxf. Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,J ohn Lawson(Leeds,S. ) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt-Col A. C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lynn 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Rt HnJPowell-(Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley ( York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (\ orks.) 
Wodehouse, RtH on. E.R (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Mooney, John J. 
| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W. ) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(R’scommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharles.M.(Durham 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
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Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire | 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Suilivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tully, Jasper 


Question put accordingly. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, RtHn. HerbertHenry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Hon. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, KennethR.(Christch. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RuHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beach,Rt. Hn. W.W. B. (Hants. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, ‘Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Lrown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bull, William James 

sullard, Sir Harry 

3utcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, RtHnJ.A.(Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Colville, John 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chath’m | 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. + 
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{COMMONS} 


Ure, Alexander 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan | 


Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Noes, 73. 


AYES. 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Dunn, Sir William 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hn, A. Ralph Douglas 
Felluwes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ. (Man. ) 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hun. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir; Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS,(Warwick,SW. 
Fowler, Kt, Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordor, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ml’s 
Gore, HnGRC. Ormsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L'dond'ry) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir Win. 
Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 


| Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N. W.) 


Heaton, John Henniker 


| Helder, Augustus 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) 
Holland, William Henry 


| Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightsi’e 


Horniman, Frederick John 





| 
| 











Lord Roberts. 760 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W.) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr, 
Dillon and Mr. Caine. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 281; 
(Division List No. 382.) 


Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard,J. (Midd. , Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJobnH, 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kinloch, Sir John George S. | 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred'rickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edinb’rghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, KtHnSirH E(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Visconnt 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton,ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
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Nichol 
Nicol, 

O'Neil 
Orr-E 
Palme 
Parke’ 
Parke: 
Paulte 
Peel, I 
Penn, 

Pierpo 
Platt-| 
Plumn 
Pretyr 
Purvis 
Rasch, 
Reid, t 
Remna 
Renshe 
entor 
Renwi 
Ricket 
Ridley 
Ritchie 
Robert 
Robson 
Roe, Si 
Rollest 
Ropnet 
Round, 
Royds, 


Ab:aha 
Ambro: 
dayley 
Blake, 
Soland. 
doyle, « 
Sruadh 
Burke, 
Burns, | 
Burt, T 
Camero 
Camphe 
Condon 
Crean, | 
Cullinat 
Delany, 
Donelar 
Doogan 
Dufty, 1 
Esmond 
Farrell, 
Fenwicel 
Flavin, 
Flynn, « 
Gilhools 


feso! 


Commi 


S| 
Reso! 


» 


“Thi 
£5,306, 
to defr 


VOL 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, Jolin 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Jaines (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Supply — 


Ab:aham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

sayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Joland, John 

doyle, James 

sruadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

3urt, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert ; 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 





| Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Seton-Karr, Henry | 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Sinclair, Capt.J. ( Forfarshire) 


| Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks 


' Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


' Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. | 


| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. ThosMyles | 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 


Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 


Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’y, Mid) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
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Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Wason, Eug. (Clackmannan) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell(Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. S. (Yorks., E.R.) 
Wilson, C. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


{31 Juty 1901} 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Navy Estimates, 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col.E.J. 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith,Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. | 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


NOES. 


O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
©’Donnell, John (Mayo,|S. ) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pickard, Benjamin 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Reddy, M. 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr, John G. 
| Sullivan, Donal 
| Tully, Jasper 
| White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R. 
| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Caine. 


Hammond, John 

Hardie,.J. Keir( MerthyrT ydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Labouchere, Henry 
Leamy, Edmund 


Lough, Thomas 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance. 


Committee to sit again upon Friday. 


SUPPLY [5ta Juty]—REPORT. 


Resolution reported. 
Navy ESTIMATES, 
Vote 8. 


‘That 2 not 


sum, 


£5,306,500, be granted to His Majesty, 


1901-2. 


Section 2. 


. 


ete., including the cost of Establish- 
‘ments of Dockyards and Naval Yards 
at Home and Abroad, which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.”’ 


Resolution read a second time. 
exceeding | 
Mr. DILLON said he desired to move 


to defray the Expense of the Matériel a reduction of this Vote, which had in- 


VOL. XCVIUI. 


[FourTH SERIES. | 


25K 
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creased with horrible 
rapidity during the last few years. 
programme of the Navy League, an 
association founded some years ago, 
appeared to be to carry on an agitation 


for the purpose of increasing without | 
limit the Votes in Supply for the Navy. | 


Three years since he had ventured to 
express the opinion that if £8,000,000 


or £10,000,000 were added to the amount | 
voted to the Navy it would not have the | 


slightest effect in removing the fears of 
those gentlemen that sufficient money 
had not been spent for shipbuilding in 
this country. All that he prophesied 
had occurred. They had gone from one 


increase to another, and this year the | 
claims exceeded in intensity those which | 


had occurred in previous years. While he 


quite understood that from the English | 
point of view there was a good deal more | 


to be said for expenditure on the Navy 
than for the extravagant expenditure on 
the Army, he thought the time had come 
for the Imperialists of the House to bring 
forward some comprehensive scheme 
which would throw a portion of this in- 
tolerable burden upon the colonies and the 
other portions of the Empire who shared 
the protection afforded by the Navy. 
It was a monstrous thing that Ireland, 
which derived least benefit from the 
money spent upon the Navy, should be 


compelled to contribute her full pro- | 
portion, whilst wealthy and progressive | 


countries like Australia, Canada, and 
New Zealand should be let off scot free. 
The time had certainly come when those 
who held that Great Britain must have 
a fleet as large as the combined fleets 
of Russia, France, and Germany were 
bound to bring forward a scheme pro- 
viding that all the colonies should con- 


tribute their share of the cost according | 


to their trade. He begged to move that 
the Vote be reduced by £1,000,000. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£5,306,500,’ and insert 
‘£4,306,500 ’ instead thereof.””—(M7r. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ £5,306,500’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


Mr. TULLY, in supporting the reduc- 
tion, said he thought before the House 
was'Wasked to vote an 
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and alarming | 
ia al ! 
The 


| 
| 
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sentative of the Admiralty should give 
some explanation with regard to the 
| £4,500,000 obtained by Lord Goschen, 
when First Lord of the Admiralty, and 
still unexpended. That it had not been 
expended he believed was due to the un. 
businesslike procedure of the Admiralty, 
| Foreign Governments could come to this 
country and get their ships built to time, 
but directly money was granted to the 
Admiralty matters were so bungled that 
they could never get their ships built to 
time. England looked to the Navy to 
save her from the defects of her military 
machine. The Admiralty had _ lately 
gone in for submarine boats. Having 
heard of what the French were doing 
with submarines, the British Admiralty 
had gone to New York and bought a 
boat from an Irishman named Holland, 
and it was a curious thing that the Admi- 
ralty should have been compelled to go 
to an old Fenian, as Holland was, to assist 
them in this matter. The British fleet 
was deficient in numbers and inefficient 
in quality in every part of the Empire, 
as was shown by the articles written by 
Mr. Arnold White. In Australian waters 
the Russian fleet was sufficient to mop 
up the old tubs which England had got 
there. In Chinese waters Japan was 
able todo the same. In North American 
| waters there was the same state of things ; 
whilst in the Mediterranean waters the 
British fleet was outclassed at every 
| point. In those waters there were ten 
| British ships confronted by fourteen 
| French ships of the same class, whilst 
Russia had a ship in the Levant. Now 
the House was asked to vote more money 
for shipbuilding. What had become of 
the £4,500,000 which Lord Goschen had 
obtained? The House had had _ no 
sufficient guarantee from the Admiralty 
that the money had been properly ap- 
| plied, and would not be justified in voting 
'the sum now asked for. The hon. Mem- 
_ber for Gateshead had shown how 
deficient was the fleet in the matter of 
| boilers ; he had proved that the boilers 
| used in the Navy were useless for the 
| purpose. It was true that they were 
| French boilers, and the question would 
be asked, no doubt, how it was that a 
boiler found to be so superior in the 
French Navy was so useless in the 


additional | British Navy ; but the explanation was 


£5,000,000 for shipbuilding the repre- | that the English were so stupid that they 


Mr. Dillon. 
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could not manage these boilers. The 
natural result would be that in time of 
war British vessels would be outclassed. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty had not 
yet communicated to the House the re- 
sult of the theatrical race between a ship 
with the Belleville boilers and one with 
the old cylindrical boiler ; but the fact 
that the French could get better results 
out of this boiler than the English went 
to prove that there must be something 
deficient in the men who worked these 
boilers in British ships. Hon. Members 
smiled, but he remembered the smile 
which went round when he pointed out 
some defects at the outbreak of the war 
in South Africa. The French had given 
up defensive for offensive tactics, whereas 
British ships were kept most of their 
time in harbour, and never had a chance 
to go to sea in rough weather and—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not in order in discussing 
that matter. 


Mr. TULLY said he objected to the 
Vote because so much of the money 
would fall upon Ireland. The fleet was 
an insurance for sea traffic. Ireland had 
no sea traffic—they had not a_ one- 
thousandth part of the sea traffic of Great 
Britain, and it was monstrous that they 
should be asked to contribute one-twelfth 
of this expenditure when they got no 
value for their contribution. On the 
other hand, the great colonies over 
sea had a much larger sea traffic than 
Ireland, and did not contribute one 
penny. He thought the House was 
entitled to demand an explanation under 
the circumstances why Ireland should 
be asked to pay one-twelfth of this 
expenditure and the colonies nothing. 

any 

Mr. LABOUCHERE entirely agreed 
that Ireland had not so much commerce 
as the colonies, and that while Ireland was 
called upon to pay an enormous contri- 
bution the colonies, with the exception 
of Cape Colony, paid nothing. They had 


heard of great schemes for the federation 
of the Empire, but he thought the 
Government should submit in a definite 
form to the colonies the question of 
whether or not they were prepared to 
- their share of theexpenditure on the 
Navy. 


{31 JuLy 1901} 
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increase the Navy the reason given was 
that we had a small Army, and as it was 
undesirable to increase the Army we 
ought to increase the Navy, and that a 
strong Navy would save expenditure 
upon the Army. He believed the state- 
ments then made and voted for the 
increase, but what had happened since ! 


Navy Estimates. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
discussion as to whether money should 
be spent on the Army or the Navy 
is not material to this Vote. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said we were told 
first that we ought to have a Navy equal 
to the combined fleets of twogreat Powers, 
but it seemed we were now to go beyond 
that ; it had been conclusively proved 
that we were not trying to equal the 
navies of two Great Powers, we were 
attempting to have one-third of the 
entire naval force of the world. The 
members of the Navy League were never 
satisfied. There ought to be some check 
put upon this reckless expenditure ; it 
was simply a ridiculous game of *‘ beggar 
my neighbour,” which might beggar us 
as well as other countries. We ought 
to attempt to convince the world that 
we did not wish to dominate the sea. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! ‘That 
is not material to this Vote, but would 
rather come in on the Vote forthe Foreign 
Secretary's salary. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE quite agreed, 
but was afraid the right hon. Gentleman 
was not in the House. This Vote in- 
cluded money expended on the repair 
of the royal yacht. That vessel was sup- 
posed to cost £300,000, which was in all 
conscience sufficient for the purpose, Lut 
when the ship was built by a wonderful 
naval authority it would not stand 
upright. The ship, which was to cost 
£300,000, had, through the stupidity of 
the Admiralty, cost £500,000, and if the 
same principle was adopted all along the 
line it would be found that we were 
spending £2,000,000 more on every 
£3,000,000 than we ought to spend. He 
hoped the Secretary to the Treasury 
would keep his eye upon these matters, 
and see that the new ships which were 
to be built were built a little better than 


When it was first proposed to|the royal yacht had been. 
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Question put. 
The 


Aciand-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Allen, Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-lorster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A..J.(Manch’r. ) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristoy) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W.B. (Hants) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Brown,George M.( Edinburgh) 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow | 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbys.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen{Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole | 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, N.) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Karl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


House divided :—Ayes, 229; Noes, 56. 





Davies, M. Vaughan-(Card’g’n | 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sb. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir J. Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro; Leith) 
Fergusson,Rt Hn Sir J(Mane’r , 
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AYES. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EK. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Garfit, William 


Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H.(City Lond 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans- T’rH’ mI’ts 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-( Line. ) 
Gorst,Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


, Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 


Gretton, John 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 


Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(Londond’y 


| Hanbury, Rt- Hn. RobertWm. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanl’y 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


| Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 


Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J I’.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife,West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph & 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones,William(Carnarvonshire 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lancs.,Bury) 


| Keswick, William 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt.Hn.WilliamEdw.H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Levy, Maurice 
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Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,8, 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col.Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool} 
M‘Calmont, Col.J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh,W.) 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| More, R. Jasper (Shropshice) 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
| Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptf’d 
, Murray,Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
| Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
| Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Rea, Russell 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert! Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spear, John Ward 











769 


Stanle 
Stanle 
Stewa 
Stirlin 
Stracl 
Talbot 
Tayli I 
Tenna 
Thom 
Thorb 
Tomli: 


Abrah 

Blake, 

Bolan¢ 

Boyle, 

Broad] 
Burke. 
Burt, ‘ 
Camp! 
Condo; 
Crean, 
Cullina 
Delany 
Donela 
Doogat 
Duffy, 

Esmon 
Farrell 
Flavin, 
Flynn, 
Gilhool 


Resi 


EAS’ 
PEND 


Resi 


dient 1 
in Cou 
Kingd 
exceed 
redeen 
Indian 


Acland 

Allen,( 

Allhuse 
Anson, 

Arkwri 
Arnold- 
Arrol, $ 
Atkins« 
Bagot, ¢ 
Bailey, 

Balearr 
Balfour 
Balfour, 
Banbur 
Bathurs 
Beach, 
Beach, 
Beckett 
Bentine 
Bhowna 
Bignold. 


768 


skine 
im) 
tol, S. 
e 


stoft) 
1outh 
01) 


‘pool j 
m, Ki.) 
1,W.) 
shire) 


wey 
ire) 


ry EF. 
ptf'd 
3ute) 
ry 

Bath 


um 


rens 
ay 


esley 


on 


reen 
nson 
ney) 
L 


rd- 
el) 
yles 
rt 
W.) 


KS, ) 








769 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strae hey, Edward 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr | 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Tomlinson, Wm.Edw. Murray | Williams, KtHnJPowell-(Birm. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Resolution agreed to. 
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| M‘Govern, T. 
| Mooney, John J. 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 

Webb, Col. William George 
Weir, James Galloway 

| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperar y, Mc 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Cennor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


| O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’ Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 74 


O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 


| O'Malley, William 
| O'Mara, James 
| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick(Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Dillon and Mr. Labouchere. 


| the security of the revenues of India, and 


'to make 


PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES). | 


Resolution reported, “‘ That it is expe- 
dient to authorise the Secretary of State 
in Council of India to raise in the United | * 


Resolution 
Motion 


made, 
That this House doth agree 


provision for the purposes 
relating thereto.” 


read a second time. 
Question put, 
with the 


and 


Kingdom any sum or sums of money, not | Committee in the said Resolution.” 
exceeding £3,220,900, for paying off or | 
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Acland-Hood ,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue.,Stroud | 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkw right, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol | 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants. | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggr ee, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 





| Brown ‘George M.(Edinburgh) 


_ Bullard, Sir Harry 
| Burt, Thomas 
| Butcher, John George 
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AYES, 
| Brassey, Albert 


Broadhurst, Henry 
| Brown, AlexanderH. (Shrops. ) 


Bull, William James 


Caldwell, James 
Campbell, RtHnJ. A. (Glasgow 


' Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lane:.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Wm. 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(W’re’r. | 
Chapman, Edward 


| Clare, Octavius Leigh 
| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


House 
(Division List No. 384.) 


221° 


divided :—Ayes, 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, iChas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


| Cox,[rwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Cranborne, Viscount 
| Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Dunn, Sir William 

| Edwards, Frank 
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Elibank, Master of 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay,Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.( Elgin Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG. R C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. F. 8. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. | 


Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd‘nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare. EdwBrodie(Hampste’d 
Hope,J F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J, (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hutton, Alfred IM. (Morley) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swan’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, J. (Lanes., Bury) 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
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Bill ordered to be brought in by Seere- | 


tary Lord George Hamilton and Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain. 


EAST INDIA LOAN (GREAT INDIAN 
PENINSULA RAILWAY DEBENTURES) 
BILL. 

“To enable the Secretary of State in 
Council of India to raise money in the 
United Kingdom for the purpose of paying 
of or redeeming Debentures of the Great 
India Peninsula Railway Company,” 


presented accordingly, and read the | 


first. time ; 
t-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 279. ] 


PACIFIC CABLE [MONEY]. 


Resolution reported, “ That it is expe- | 


dient to make provision for the construe- 
tion and working of a Pacific cable, and 
to authorise the issue out of the Con- 
solidated Fund of such sums not exceed- 
ing £2,000,000 as may be required for 
such purpose, and for the repayment of 
any temporary loan raised for the same 
purpose ; to authorise the Treasury to 


borrow money for the issue and repay- | 


ment of such sums by means of termin- 


able annuities, the principal and interest | 


of which shall be charged on the Con- 
solidated Fund. and to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of the annual expenses 
of the Pacifie Cable.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. DILLON said that this resolution 
had been passed through the House 
with indecent haste. It had been intro- 
duced in the small hours of the morning, 
and the House had been expected to 
commit itself to a serious policy in- 
volving a great charge to the taxpayers 
of this country, without knowing in the 
least what they were doing. This policy 
was a grave departure. involving grave 
obligations that would be drawn in its 
train, of an unrealised and uncertain 
character. The least the Government 
might have done, had they any  re- 
gard to the precedents of the House, 
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to be read a second time | 
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would have been to 
resolution of this character at a 
reasonable hour, and that the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury should have made 
some statement. The hon. Member for 
South Belfast said not a word until the 
Vote was blocked. The original endea- 
vour of the Government was to get this 
‘ote passed through Committee sub 
silentio between the hours of one and 
two in the morning, a procedure entirely 
without precedent. It was quite true 
that the Secretary to the Treasury got 
up and made a statement, but he gave 
| no particulars of the grounds upon which 
ithe Government recommended — this 
| policy to the House. The hon. Gentle- 
|man intimated merely that this was a 
formal preliminary stage, and that by 
passing the resolution the Committee 
‘did not commit itself to anything, that 
‘the Bill would then be introduced, and 
'the House would be free to discuss the 
Bill, and to come to a decision upon it. 
The debate then took an extraordinary 
development. The hon. Member for the 
City of Waterford pointed out that there 
was no urgency ; that it was a matter 
talked of in connection with vague 
Imperialistic schemes for the consolida- 
‘tion of the Empire. All these things 
had been spoken of, and speeches made 
|indicating various proposals, and this 
| proposal among the rest had been 
| adopted, but the House had no idea that 
ithey were in any way tied to this pro- 
posal, and the hon. Member for Water- 
ford pointed out that there was no 
urgency. It was therefore unparalleled 
that in a session like this, when it was all 
but impossible to drive the business of 
the Government through the House of 
Commons at a reasonable time, that a 
proposal like this should be sprung upon 
the House. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer made 
the most extraordinary statement he 
ever heard. While a few minutes before 
the Committee had been invited to pass 
the resolution upon the specific assurance 
that their hands would be perfectly free. 
the right hon. Gentleman got up and 
explained that the House of Commons 
was no longer free in the matter ; that, 
a contract having been entered into, 
the money would have to be raised. It 
was perfectly monstrous; the whole 
thing had been settled by the Colonial 
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Secretary behind the House of Commons, 
and they had to pass the Bill whether 
they liked it or not, and the Government 
having a majority, they would no doubt 
pass the Bill. 

But in that case he would make a 
proposal to the Government. As he 
understood that the Government were 
prepared to sit on indefinitely, a Com- 
mittee should be appointed, and should 
immediately withdraw from the House 
and see if there was sufficient food in the 
precincts, as he did not apprehend that 
the Government had any desire to starve 
out the men who were commandeered 
for this discussion as they were attempt- 
ing to starve out the Boers. What was 
the proposition before the House? The 
words of the resolution entirely bore out 


what he had stated on the previous 
evening. The proposition was to lay 
the whole of this obligation on the 


Consolidated Fund of this country ; 
£2,000.000 were to be raised, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was to 
have power forthwith to raise this money. 
He had been told that that was not the 
case, and that the colonies had arranged 
to raise thirteen-eighteenths. It was per- 
fectly frue that the colonies had agreed 
to pass Bills pledging themselves to pay 
thirteen-eighteenths of any loss there 
might be on the working capital, but 
the whole of the risk was fixed upon the 
taxpayer of this country, and if there 
was any dispute the outlay of all this 
money would fall upon the taxpayer. 
The whole £2,000,000 was charged 
on the Consolidated Fund, which would 
be responsible for it. 

There was another aspect which had 
not been touched upon at all. Surely it 
could not be that the Government had 
undertaken to lay a cable between Van- 
couver and Sydney—a cable which would, 
immediately it was laid, come into com- 
petition with the cable companies—with- 
out having an understanding with those 
companies. Were the 
going to enter into competition with 
the great cable companies without any 
exchange of opinion with them? He 
could hardly believe it, and the cable 
companies were not so dead to their own 
interests as to allow a great competing 
line like this to be laid down by the people 
of this country without considering the 
effect it would have upon them. What | 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


Government | 
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the communications which had 
What were the under. 
had been arrived at? 


were 
taken place ? 
standings that 


Was there any arrangement as to aq 
fixed minimum charge? What was 
the principle upon which _ these 
cables were to be worked? He did 


not pretend to have any violent 
interest in this matter, but he thouglt 
it would be an extraordinary proceedirg 
in any Bill the House would sanction 
that where there was a great enter- 
prise in which an enormous sum was 
invested, and which had been worked for 
years, the taxpayers of this country 
should be pledged to a great competing 


line without any arrangement being 
made with the shareholders of — that 


great enterprise. That was an aspect of 
the question which ought to be con- 
sidered. There was another aspect 
which had been alluded to on the 
previous evening. This was not a 
question like that of the Uganda Rail- 
way, arailway througha savage country ; 
this was a question involving great 
political principles, one which might 
have great consequences in the future, 
and involving also an awful additional 
expenditure. Once this principle was 
accepted, and there was an all-British 
cable, as it was called, running from Van- 
couver to Australia, then in the same 
way a cable to South Africa and a cable 
to China, and, in fact, cables in all diree- 


{tions all over the world, would be re- 


quired, all under the control of the 
Government. Was that the decision 
that the House was required to come to 
to-day, without any reference to the bur- 
den which might be put upon the country 
in the future? Why should the tax- 
payers, overburdened as they were by the 


crushing weight of the present expendi- 
/ture, subsidise these lines ? 


Why were 
they to subsidise a cable between two 
great progressive and wealthy British 
colonies which did not approach within 
8,000 miles of this country ? If Canada 
and Australia required a cable to be laid 
between those two countries they should 


| be able to find the capital themselves, 
' without coming to the unfortunate tax- 


payers of this country. He thought 
they were entitled to demand from the 
rovernment some statement of the 


‘grounds on which they asked the tax- 


payers for this subsidy. 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
He TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
tain, Worcestershire, E.) thought it 
would have been more convenient, and 
in accordance with the usual practice 
of the House, for hon. Members to have 
the Bill in their hands prior to entering 
into a discussion on it. The hon. Mem- 
ber had asked for a statement as to what 
was proposed, but he would venture 
to reply that the one he made in the 

early hours of that morning was sufti- 
cient to show the nature of the Govern. 
ment proposals. There was not a 
shadow of foundation for the suggestion 
of the hon. Gentleman that there 
were agreements between the Govern- 
ment and the existing telegraph com- 
panies in 
which had not been disclosed. The hon. 
Gentleman spoke as if everyone had been 
taken by surprise by this proposal. It 
was made as long ago as the Colonial Con- 
ference of 1887, it was repeated at the con- 
ference of 1894, and a Committee which 
inguired into the matter presented a 
Report to the House in January, 1900, 
in favour of the proposal. He was a 
little surprised at the tenderness for 
vested interests displayed by the hon. 
Gentleman, who seemed to think it un- 
fair that the Government should assist 
in the construction of a cable which 
might in some measure compete with 
lines constructed by private enterprise. 
If the hon. Member would turn to the 
Blue-book he would find a letter from 
the Colonial Office which fully answered 
that contention. The Government did 
not think that the laying of the proposed 
cable would injure existing companies. 
It was their hope and belief that the 
traffic passing over it would be to a large 
extent new traffic created by the in- 
creased facilities given, and not traftic 
won away from other lines. The House 
had never laid down the principle that 
the fact of one great company having a 
monopoly was sufficient to prevent the 
Government of this country or the 
governments of the colonies, if they 
thought fit, either subsidising or carry- 
ing out a competing enterprise ; indeed, 
all the legislation by Parliament in regard 
to municipal undertakings was directly 
contrary to any such principle. 
hon. Gentleman had complained that the 
Government was taking upon itself the | 
whole burden. 


XCVIII. 


VOL. 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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connection with this matter 


The , 


(Money). 778 


Mr. DILLON : The whole liability. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, con 
tinuing, said the fact was that His Ma 
jesty's Government had undertaken to 
raise the money required, because it 
would not be an economical arrange- 
ment that each of the Governments con- 
cerned should separately raise its share ; 
but the colonial Legislatures had passed 
legislation accepting their share of re- 
sponsibility for the interest and sinking 
fund and for any extra cost there might 
be above the receipts in the early vears 
of the working of the cable. The hon 
Gentleman had suggested that thi 
country had no necessity for a cable of 
this kind. He could not agree with 
him ; on the contrary, he would have 


said that the fact that these 
great colonies were so deeply in- 
terested in it was. sufficient to 


give this country an interest in it, 
and the Government could not and 
would not lightly refuse their co-operation 
ina great Imperial undertaking when it 
was asked ior by those self-governing 
colonies. It was also of great advantage 
to this country that there should be an 
alternative line to those which already 
existed to Australasia, by which messages 
could be sent without touching foreign 
territory. This cable would secure that, 
and we should ke able to send messages 
over a line which nowhere touched on : 
foreign land. That was no light object 
to attain. It had been no small gain 
from the commercial point of view. 
because as soon as it was known that this 
arrangement had been made, the existing 
companies made reductions in their rates. 
which they had not seen their way to do 
before. This considerable decrease of the 
tariff, stimulating as it did communica- 
tion between ourselves and the colonies. 
was a matter of the first consequence to 
this country. Because of the strategic 
importance of the cable in time of war, 
because of its commercial importance in 
times of peace, and because, too, of the 
deep interest felt in it by the Govern- 
ments of Canada, ‘Australia, and New 
Zealand, His Majesty’s Government had 
entered into an agreement with the 
colonies to bear their part in this great 
Imperial undertaking, and he was quite 
certain that the House would give its 
ready assent to the proposal. Until the 
Bill was in the hands of hon. Members 
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he did not think he need say more as to 
the details of the scheme. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) did 
not think that this was a proper time to 
ask the taxpayers of this country to 
subsidise an undertaking of this charac- 
ter. The Government might well have 
waited another year or two, and have 
paid a little more attention to the recom- 
mendations of the 
Exchequer, in his last Budget speech, 
that they should attempt to study 
economy. They had better have at- 
tempted to deal with the question of 


Old-Age Pensions, especially in view of ! 


the fact that it was proposed to raise the 
necessary funds for this scheme by ter- 


minable ainuities, to be created at the | 
very moment when Consols were down | 


to 914. A more inauspicious moment 
could not have been chosen. 


like to know whether the colonies would 


pay a share of the loss if one were in-| 


curred 2 
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| with the 
Chancellor of the | aM 


He would | 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yeg. 
if the cable does not pay, the colonial 
Governments. under their agreement, 
will make up a certain proportion of the 
loss. 


*Mr. WEIR said they might fail to pay, 
They kn from experience how colonial 
Governments were apt to fall into arrears 
ayments, and he must repeat 
that it * s most unfortunate that the 
British Government should undertake 
this responsibility at the time we were 
incurring an enormous war expenditure, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes. 166 ; Noes, 
71.—( Division List No. 385.) 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 





Plum 
Prety! 
Purvis 
Reid, . 
Remn: 
Rensh 
Rento 
Renw1 
Robert 
Ropne 
Round 
Royds 


Abrah: 
Boland 
Boyle, 

Brown 

Burke, 
Burt, “ 
Caldwe 
Campb 
Colvill 
Condor 
Crean, 

Culling 
Delany 
Dewar. 
Donela 
Doogar 
Duffy, 

Edwar 
Esmons 
Flavin, 
Flynn, 

Gilhool 
Hamm 
Harrin; 
Hayden 


Que 


Acland. 
Anson, 

Arkwri 
Amold 
Arrol, $ 
Bagot, ! 
Bailey, 

Balearr 
Balfour 
Balfour 
Banbur 
Jathurs 
Beach, I 
dentine 
Bhowne 
Bignold 
Brassey 
srown,. 
Brown, 
Bull, W 
Bullard 
Burt, T 
Caldwel 
Carson, 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian | 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, ‘James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney | 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molynenx 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | 
Barke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) | 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Question put accordingly. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwr ‘ight, John Stanhope 
Amold- °F orster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir W illiam 

Bagot, C ~~ JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, J ames (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
anbury, Frederick George 

Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | 
Beach. Rt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bignold, Arthur 

Brassey, Albert 

Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. | 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
sul, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldw ell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 





| Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Joyce, Michael 


| Lundon, W. 


| M‘Govern, T. 


Corbett, A.C, 
| Corbett, T. L. 
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Sackville, Col. S. G.Stopford- | 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. M. 
Sassson, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Seton- Karr, Henry 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
> ae John Ward 
rey, HnArthur(¢ Irmskirk) | 
Siquley Lord (Lanes. ) 
vart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart | 
aa Ting-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
Stivgan, John 
Ta.»ot, Lord E. (Chizhester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


NOES, 


Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 

Hope, John Deans ( Fife, West) | 
Sedan WillienstTentary achive 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
a, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Macdonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | | 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. ) 
O'Connor, 7. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


The House divided :— 
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Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 

Webb, Col. William George 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. } 
Wodehouse. Kt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 

7 ema Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 

ylie, Alexander 
v pata, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


, O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.} 
| O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. . 
Power, Patrick hon 
Reddy, M : 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
Rickett, Z Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
| Tully, Jasper 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Wilson, Hy. J. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NoES— 
J.P, 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. 
Farrell. 


Aves, 180 ; Noes, 


55. (Division List No. 386.) 


AYES. 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, —— Harry 
Collings, I tt. Hon, Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colv ile, John 

(Glasgow) 
(Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


| Cranborne, Viscount 


Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Davies,M Vaughan-(Cardigan 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cock field 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
peoes: § reorge 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

k ‘inlay , Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

F itzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLon. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, MajEv ans- (T’'rH’ ml’ts 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
aoe Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd. ) 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 
Heath, Jas.(Staffords., N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Helme, Norval Watson 
‘denderson, Alexander 
Aickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampst’d) 
Hope,J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent, Favers’m) 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes, Bury) 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Lawrence,Joseph( Monmouth) 
Lawsen, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Adjournment of 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N. 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell], John (Armagh, §.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, W.) 


E.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Mr. Chancellor of 
Mr. 


the Exchequer, and 


Chamberlain. 


PACIFIC CABLE 


BILL. 
“Te provide for the Construction and 
Working of a Submarine Cable from the 


{COMMONS} 


Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesh’m | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Arebie Kirkman 


Lucas,Col. Francis(Lowestoit) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(P’rtsmouth | 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M’Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) 
M’Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malooke, lan 

Maxwell, RtHnSirHE(Wigt’n 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, RobtJasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurHA.(Depttord 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James! Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 


NOES. 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Md 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N. ) 


Secretary | be printed. ! 


In 


Island of Vancouver to New Zealand and 
to Queensland,” presented accordingly, 





and read the first 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
I Bill 280.1 


| pursuance 
House of the 22nd day of this instant 
July. Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 
without Question put. ‘ 


the House. 


Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. ThosMyles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S.(Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanark 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M’Taggan 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trittor, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert 

Webb, Col. William George 
White, Luke (Yorks., E.R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath,North 
Wilson, HenryJ.(Yorks., W.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


time; to be read a 


the Order of the 


oi 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
Eight of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. |CHRIST’S HOSPITAL (LONDON) BILL 


{H.L.]. 
Thursday, 1st August, 1901. es . . 
. | DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL [u.t.]. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS | HARROGATE WATER BILL [H.L.]. 
ee By | NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS BILi. 
BUURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL| Returned from the Commons agreed 
[H.L. ]. to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S ments considered and agreed to. 
WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL | 
Pane: | DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
Commons’ Amendments considered, and | BILL. 
agreed to. Returned from the Commons with 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK | several of the Amendments made by the 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. Lords agreed to ; and several others dis- 
: $s , |agreed to, for which disagreement the 
Reported from the Select Committee,| Commons assign reasons. The said 
with Amendments. | Tes . 
reasons for disagreement .o be printed, 
. I sider . row. (No. 
BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES | po Se Se LER: Ce 
RAILWAY BILL. 83.) 
Reported from the Select Committee, | DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 


with Amendments. is 3 
| Reported from the Select Committee 


Member. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL | With Amendments. 
POWERS) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, PAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ORDER 
That the Committee had not proceeded CONFIRMATION BILL [x-t.} 
with the consideration of the Bill, no Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
parties having appeared in opposition | passed, and sent to the Commons. 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on the 20th of 
June and Tuesday last discharged; and | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Bill committed for Tuesday next. | 


Speech indicates revision by the 


= 


cement «fK a 


| ' 
MOND GAS BILL. | APPEAL COMMITTEE. 
| 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments;| Third Report from, read and agreed to. 


further Amendments made ; Bill passed, | 

and returned to the Commons. TRADE REPORTS. 
é ee I. Annual Series : 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS 





\ 

4 

¥ AND GENERAL) ORDER CONFIRMA- No. 2675. China (Kui Kiang) ; 

* TION BILL [u.1.]. No. 2676. China (Canton). 

: ‘ Returned from the Commons agreed} 7 fiscellaneous Series : 

$ ; No. 562. Coal and Coke: Trade 

‘ GOLBORNE GAS BILL. of the United States. 

¢ TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL. | 

\ Returned from the Commons with the } EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Amendments agreed to. | Return of Evictions in Ireland for the 


| Quarter ended 30th June, 1901. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL Q 
ORDER (No. 11) BILL [a1]. | bits ce SE. CORK 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | QUEEN'S COLLEGE, CORK. 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [u.t.]. | Annual Report of the President for the 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | Session 1900-1901. 
(No. 2) BILL [x1]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed QUEEN’S COLLEGE, BELFAST. 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amend-| Annual Report of the President for the 
ments to be considered to-morrow. | year 1901. 


VOL. XCVIII. [Fourtu series.) 2G 














7 Returns, 
BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR 
DEPARTMENT). 
Second Abstract of Foreign Labour | 
Statistics. | 


I] 
OO 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 
teport of the Department of Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction for Ireland | 
on the Sea and Inland Fisheries of Ire- 
land, for the year 1900. 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH | 
COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 
Annual account of receipts and dis- 

hursements, for the year ended 31st 

December, 1900. 

| 


SEA AND COAST FISHERIES FUND | 
(IRELAND) (NON-CONGESTED DIS. | 
TRICTS). | 
Account for the year ended 31st | 


December, 1900. | 


BOARD OF TRADE. 
Third Report, by the Board of Trade, | 
of proceedings under the Conciliation 
(Trade Disputes) Act, 1896. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACT, 1876. | 
Seven Orders in Council of 24th July, | 
1901, relating to the ensuing Winter | 
Assizes. 
MERCHANT SHIPPING 
1894 AND 1898. 
Order in Council of 24th July, 1901, | 
altering the scale, rule, and exemptions, | 


ACTS, 


{ LORDS} 


for the purpose of levying light due 
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under the Merchant Shipping (Mercantile 
Marine Fund) Act, 1898. 


FOREIGN DESERTERS ACT, 1852, AND 
MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1s94. 
Order in Council of 24th July, 1901, 

revoking Orders in Council relating to 

merchant seamen deserters of the 

Republics of Chili and Nicaragua, the 

Kingdom of Madagascar, the Regency 

of Tunis, and the Kingdom of Hawaii. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 
Orders in the Council of 24th July, 
1901 :— 


I. Providing for the exercise of His 
Majesty’s jurisdiction in the Lagos 
Protectorate. 

II. Entitled, “The Brunei Order in 
Council, 1901.” 


III. Entitled, ‘ The 
Order in Council, 1901.” 


Wei-hai-Wei 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887. 


xeturn showing the Variation in 
Judicial Rents made under the _pro- 
visions of the Twenty-ninth Section of 
the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887, in 
each of the Years 1887, 1888, and 1889, 
and the Average Variation for the whole 
of those years; such Return to be in 
the following form :— 

















Percentage and Poundage of Variation (i.¢., Reduction or Increase) in the 
—_— Judicial Rents payable in respect of the Year commencing from the 
| Gale Day next before the 23rd August, 1887, and from the first 
Poor weitede! Gale Day in the Years 1881 and 1889. 
No.| Law | Judi- | ms 
Union. { cial | 1887. 1888. 1889. 
Rent |—— ee ee ee ee 
was | Reduced p,. Reduced Reduced 
fixed. | or ee Per £. or Bae Per £. or Cc pet Per £. 
| Increased. | : Increased. — Increased, “°?* 
{3s d. ’ a: a di 
1 Abbey- | 1881 |Recuced - 114 2 44/Reduced - 53/1 14)Reduced - 4/0 % 
leix | 1882) , -| 12/2 43 ,, -| 6H1 3h, -| 5/10 
| 1883} ,, -} 1543 0 a ste ae 5411 iy 
et Uw tl) eS, lg Cx 931103 ,, -| 7h1 6 
| 1885; = — Nil} Ni — | Nil} Nil} — | Nil| Nil 


2 Antrim- owl 


Similar particulars to the foregoing for this and each other Poor ie 


Ordered to be laid before the House.—(The Earl of Mayo.) 
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89 Grant to 


GRANT TO EARL ROBERTS. 

THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
purY): My Lords, I have to move that 
the King’s Message in reference to a 
grant to Lord Roberts be taken into 
consideration, and to move that the 
House do concur with the resolution of 
the House of Commons in this matter in 
making a suitable provision for the noble 
and gallant Lord in accordance with the 
desire of His Majesty. I do not think 
under the circumstances it would be 
suitable to detain your Lordships long. 
The gift is practically the gift of the 
House of Commons. The share which 
this House constitutionally has in con- 
firming it is not a large one, and I do 
not think I can speak as though it pro- 
ceeded initially from the discretion of 
their House. At the same time, I should 
be sorry to let the opportunity pass by 
without expressing, however briefly, how 
deeply we sympathise with the House of 
Commons and with the public at large 
in this tribute of honour and gratitude 
which we are bringing to the 
feet of the distinguished Peer, 
Lord Roberts. We owe him many things 
in many parts of his life. His character 
and the influence he has established over 
the Army are in themselves a great public 
service. In past times he has struck 
blows for his Sovereign and his country 
—for India and for England—blows 
which were decisive at the time, and in 
default of which we might have suffered 
great and serious loss, and now we have 
to thank him towards the close of his 
great career for an act of service whose 
value can hardly be overrated. It was at 
a time when this country, through many 
circumstances, among others the distance 


ot 


of the field of action, was in a condition | 
of some difficulty, and deep anxiety was | 


being felt. It was due to Lord Roberts’s 


intervention, to his great command of | 
that strategical ability which is so rare | 


and which is so splendid a gift for the 
maintenance of the Empire—it was owing 
to that that at a critical time he was able 
to interfere—to intervene—with 


long delayed, could never be really 
called in question. It was a 
splendid — service. 


said that there is no reason why these 
great rewards should be given to military 
men when they are not given to civilians. 
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ir such | 
decisive influence that, after he had | 
retired, the issue of the conflict, however | 


Some people have | 
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‘IL reply that we never depend upon the 


services of civilians in the sense and to 
the extent in which we depend upon the 
genius of great commanders. But for 
those great commanders again and again 
our Empire would have been imperilled. 
It is to their ability, their devoticn, their 
courage, and, above all, to the devotion 
which our soldiers have felt for them at 
the most critical times—it is due to those 
qualities that we have surmounted many 
a terrible difficulty and have brought the 
Empire to the position which it occupies 
now. All that has been done we largely 
owe to the genius and devotion of men 
like Lord Roberts, and it is fitting that, 
when this gift is laid at his feet by the 
other House of Parliament at the desire 
of the King, we should join in it so far as 
to assure him that we do not fall short in 
the appreciation of the great services 
which he has rendered or in tendering 
that honour which will be his se long as 
English history lives. 


Moved, “That His Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Message of Monday last be now 
considered, and that a humble Address of 
thanks and concurrence be presented to 
His Majesty thereupon.”—(The Murquess 
of Salisbury.) 


*Esr~t SPENCER: My Lords, I rise for 
the purpose of shortly seconding the 
motion of the noble Marquess. We all 
know that there are and have been con- 
siderable differences in the political 
world, particularly on this side of the 
House, with regard to the origin of the 
With that the noble field-marshal 


war. 
had nothing to do. There might also be 
some criticisms with regard to the 


manner in which the war has been con- 
ducted; but I feel sure of this, that 
those in this House who hold those 
views will not be influenced in the 
slightest degree in the way in which 
they will approach the subject brought 
forward by the noble Marquess. My 
Lords, I am sure that we on this bench 
share in the feelings of gratitude and 
admiration felt for Lord Roberts for what 
he has done for this country. I cannot 
pretend to go at length into those ser- 
vices. We know that at a moment of 
great anxiety, when our territories in 
South Africa were invaded, when our 
Army had, no doubt, suffered repulses, 
Lord Roberts, who was then in 
supreme command in Ireland, started 
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for the Cape. We recall the pathetic in- | 
cident, which had preceded his departure, | 
that the gallant son of a gallant sire had | 
fallen in battle or died of his wounds. | 
That moved the nation profoundly. They | 
had not only the deepest sympathy with | 
Lord Roberts in his great trouble, but | 
they had the profoundest admiration for | 
him that, at a moment such as this, a| 
moment of deep sorrow, he undertook a | 
great duty and responded to the call of 
the nation. We know that soldiers on | 
all occasions will carry out their duty, 
but there is in the case of Lord Roberts | 
something exceptional and beyond that. | 
On his arrival in South Africa he had to | 
organise the forces for the great campaign | 
which he was about to undertake. That | 
was no light task. He did it very rapidly, 
as we all know. His campaign was suc- 
cessful. He relieved Kimberley ; he sur- 
rounded and captured Cronje; he | 
captured and occupied Bloemfontein, Pre- 
toria, and Johannesburg, and Sir Redvers 
Buller relieved Ladysmith. We know 
the great courage displayed by the Army 
and by its officers, but we also know that 
the success was due in a large degree 
to the Commander-in-Chief, who planned | 
and conducted the operations. We | 
all congratulate Lord Roberts on having | 
overcome the immense difficulties which | 
he bad before him. He had to march | 
into a vast country, remote from our base, 
a country well known to our foe and | 
almost unknown to ourselves. All these | 
difficulties as they presented themselves | 
were overcome by Lord Roberts, and we 
must all feel profound admiration and 
gratitude to him for what he has achieved. | 
The noble Marquess referred to the devo- 
tion with which the soldiers regarded 
Lord Roberts. I believe that few soldiers 
have ever inspired such confidence or 
kept it so long in those under them as 
Lord Roberts. The qualities which have 
enabled him to do that are those belong- 
ing to a great leader, and I am quite sure 
that your Lordships will most heartily 
support the noble Marquis, and that the 
country at large will rejoice over this 
recognition, which has been asked for by 
the King, of the great services which 
Lord Roberts has rendered to his 
country. 


On Question, motion agreed to nemine 
dissentiente. The said Address to be pre- 
sented to His Majesty by the Lords with 
White Staves. 


{LORDS} 





Earl Spencer. 





ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [u.1.]. 


Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 


Moved, That the Huuse do now resolve 
itself into Committee. 


THE EARL oF ROSEBERY : My Lords, 
in making the proposal of which I have 
given notice, I shall not require to detain 
your Lordships more than a few moments, 
as you have already discussed the point, 
and the subject itself is surrounded with 
thorns and difficulties. I may well be 
| asked why it is that I propose to refer to 
a Select Committee a declaration emanat- 
ing from a Committee of your Lord- 
ships’ House with all the authority which 
great names can give it, and which at any 
rate has many merits as compared with 


| the original, for which it is to be substi- 


tuted, and which, therefore, it might be 


| hoped would have eaused little or no 


discussion. My answer to that lies in 
many contentions. In the first place, I 
wish to speak with great respect of the 
conduct of the Committee. I observe 
that members of that Committee are 
animated; by a sensitiveness which is 
almost extraordinary when any reference 
to its proceedings is made. That sensi- 
tiveness prevails not less on the benches 
behind me than on those in front of me. 


| I do not wish to lay down any abstract 


rule as to the time that ought to be 
occupied by a Committee of your Lord- 
ships’ House in considering a grave 


| declaration made by the Sovereign at 


the most solemn moment of his reign, 
and addressed to all his subjects 


| both within and without these realms. 


But at least this may be ssid, that the 
time occupied by the Committee in their 
deliberations may be easily and readily 
computed in minutes—I will not s say how 
many—and that the result of those de- 
liberations, if deliberations they can pro- 
perly be called, was not even inspected 
by the Lords of the Committee, as we 
know from the frank and candid declara- 
tion made by my noble friend Lord 
Tweedmouth, before it appeared on the 
Table of this House. I say, without 
dogmatising, that that is not the way to 
treat so grave and constitutional a ques- 
tion. When the Coronation Oath of 
William the Third was under debate the 
whole House of Commons sat in Com- 
mittee upon it, took great time, much 
deliberation, and gave all tieir energies 
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to this important declaration. It would 
be an insult to the Lords of the Committee 
to say that they gave their whole energies 
on this occasion, and the result has been 
seen in the discussions in this House. 
Except the Lords of the Committee and 
the Lords immediately connected with the 
Government, not a voice, so far as I know, 
has been raised in commendation of that 
repcrt. No one has tried more to support 
the Government in this matter than the 
most reverend Primate. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
Hear, hear. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: I am 
glad to hear that cheer of the noble Mar- 
quess. I do not know whether he will 
renew it when I remind him that the last 
speech of the most rev. Primate on this 
subject was entirely devoted to what he 
considered, and justly considered, as the 
most important point to be guarded 
against in the negative portion of this 
declaration. I mean the supremacy of 
the Pope, and that part is conspicuously 
omitted from the declaration. I say, 
then, that a declaration coming with this 
meagre preparation, with this absence of 
support, is not one worthy of your Lord- 
ships’ House; and I do not think it 
derogatory to that Committee, in view of 
a further facet which I will mention, to 
ask that next session a Select Committee 
shall sit, larger in composition and more 
careful in treatment, to consider this 
declaration. The fact I will mention is 
this—whether you go through the Com- 
mittee with this Bill to-night or not, 
whether you suspend the standing 
orders and give the Bill a Third Reading 
to-night or not, you have no chance 
whatever of carrying your Bill through 
the House of Commons this session. 

THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
How do you know ? 


THE Ear~t oF ROSEBERY: I do not 


profess to have any greater knowledge of | 


the other Chamber than the noble Mar- 
quess, who always professes absolute 
ignorance of the proceedings of the House | 
of Commons ; but I venture to say that, | 
in view of the declarations of the Leader | 
of that House, in view of the congested | 


state of business there, and in view of the | 


fact that, on a most important Bill, a 
compromise has been arrived at between 
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‘the front Opposition bench and the 
Government bench, with the object of 
shortening the session as much as possible, 
and in view of the fact that the Irish 
party, at any rate, will offer a most 
uncompromising resistance to the Bill, so 
far as I can surmise, I think every person 
of common sense in this House will agree 
that there is no chance of the Bill pass- 
ing. If that be so, would it not be well 
that we should reconsider this declara- 
tion a little further? There is another 
point with regard to the Committee, 
which, though it has been urged before, is 
to my mind of vital importance. This 
question, I fully admit, is a political 
question, but it is also a theological ques- 
tion. We have, fortunately, in this 
House, a great body of theological experts, 
and experts in theological terminology, 
who would have been, some of them, at 
any rate, of the greatest use in the deli- 
berations of this Committee. But the 
Government carefully, deliberately, I will 
not say offensively, excluded them from 
the. Committee. I really do not know, 
for I was abroad at the time, what was the 
reason for that extraordinary determina- 
tion. I suppose the Government would 
be ready to die on the floor of the House 
in defence of the retention of the right 
reverend prelates in the House of Lords. 
It is not often that we have theological 
questions discussed in this body, but on 
the one occasion, and that the most solemn 
and important, on which we have a theo- 
logical question of the first magnitude to 
argue, the Prime Minister, who is a 
defender of the privileges of the Episcopal 
Bench, carefully and deliberately excluded 
them from having any part or share in it. 
I know the right reverend prelates have 
their enemies, as all men have their 
enemies, but I doubt if there are any 
enemies of the prelacy so violent in this 
country as to support their exclusion from 
a Committee of this kind. What has 
'been the result? You have a declara- 
tion which has already been amended 
‘since it came from the Committee. 
The hurried deliberations of the Com- 
/mittee overlooked several important 
facts. They overlooked the supremacy 
of the Pope in this realm, and they also 
| overlooked the matter of terminology, 
against which all the Catholic peers in 
this House protested the moment the 
declaration was laid on the Table of the 
| House, and therefore I venture to think 
| that this declaration does not represent 
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as it should do the careful, the deliberate, 
the experienced result of the deliberations 
of this House. For my part, I am no 
believer in tests. The noble Marquess, 
my Parliamentary recollection goes far 
enough to enable me to assert, is a 
believer in tests. But for those who 
regard the questions from, perhaps, a 
larger point of view there is no defence 
for orthodoxy in tests. There is little 
protection for orthodoxy in tests. They 
bind the conscientious, whom you do not 
particularly care to bind, and they do 
not bind the unconscientious, whom you 
do wish to bind. In whose reign was 
the Test Act passed? Charles the Second’s. 
Do you suppose that Charles the Second 
would not have made this declaration 
with a ready voice and with an easy 
conscience ? And yet Charles the Second 
died in communion with the Church of 
Rome! 

This takes me to another argument 
which seems to be equally strong against 
a declaration of this kind. The Sovereign 
makes it at his accession. He is never 
called on to renew it again. You have, 
therefore, this precaiious guarantee that 
the Sovereign, at his accession, believes 
certain things, is determined to maintain 
certain things, does not believe certain 
things. There is no guarantee that at 
any moment of his reign the Sovereign 
might not cease to believe those things, 
might not cease to wish to maintain them, 
and might not ultimately disbelieve 
those things. If you have not an annual 
test, you have practically no guarantee at 
all. The whole idea of the declaration 
is that it binds the Sovereign for life. 
Nothing can bind a man’s conscientious 
convictions. Is it supposed that men 
only join the Church of Rome in early 
life? There is—I hope I may be 
pardoned for the allusion——one of the 
brightest intellects in this House, a law 
lord, who gave in his adhesion to the 
Church of Rome long after he had passed 
the ordinary span of years. I say, then, 
that your test, taken at the beginning of 
the reign, unless it be constantly renewed, 
is in reality a valueless test. But that 
does not prove that the test should not be 
applied and that the declaration should 
not be made. On the contrary, I hold 
that the declaration is one of great im- 
portance as being made at a_ solemn 
moment—at the moment of accession and 
again renewed in another form at the 
moment of coronation—and that therefore | 


The Earl of Rosebery. 
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you cannot dispense with it. You cannot 
dispense with it for this reason. It is 
regarded by the great mass of the nation 
as a guarantee. You cannot get over that 
fact. You are not dealing entirely with 
exalted minds who see but little to 
bind in declarations of this kind, but 
you are dealing with the great mass of 
the nation, deeply imbued with Pro- 
testantism, deeply suspicious of any 
departure from Protestantism, and deter- 
mined, so far as it can, that in no essential 
particular shall this declaration be re- 
laxed. If that be so, surely there are 
two considerations which should bind 
and guide this House in framing such a 
declaration as this. The first is that it 
should be substantial, and that it should 
be cogent, explicit, and clear. The 
second is that it should not be needlessly 
offensive to our fellow-subjects of the 
King who do not share the Protestant 
faith. I venture to think that a Com- 
mittee of this House, guided by the 
experience of some of the right reverend 
bench, might frame such a declaration 
as this without any peculiar difficulty. 1 
believe the thing is to be done, but that 
it is not to be done in the way that it 
has been done. I believe it requires care, 
relation with the representatives of the 
Roman Catholic Church, so as to discover 
what form of words, though equally 
binding in a Protestant sense, is least 
offensive to their creed, and, if you achieve 
those two objects, you will have a 
declaration better than the present and 
one which may live. Let me say, in 
regard to the relation I spoke of with 
the Roman Catholic Peers, that my noble 
friend behind me, Lord Tweedmouth, in 
the course of his lively speech the other 
night, mistook what I said with reference 
to that subject, though I do not see, on 
reading the report, that he had any 
ground for that mistake. I stated that 
Roman Catholic Peers should form part 
of the Committee. I am not sure in 
their own interest that that would be tlhe 
best practice now. I believe it would be 
better for a Select Committee to sit and 
to meet or examine representative Roman 
Catholic Peers with regard to the declara- 
which would be least distasteful to them, 
rather than that Roman Catholic Peers 
by sitting on the Committee should be 
taken to form part and parcel of that 
Committee and to be parties to their 
decision. That, however, is a digres sion. 
I maintain that the declaration. which has. 
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been so hurriedly framed, which has been | 
so universally censured, which omits all 

reference to the one capital doctrine | 
which all English Protestants are deter- 
mined to repudiate—the supremacy of 
the Pope, temporal or spiritual—is one | 
unworthy of your Lordships’ House. In 

spite of the protestation of the noble 
Marquess, I believe it is absolutely im- 
possible that this Bill should pass the 

House of Commons this year. I ask your | 
Lordships to agree to my motion and, by 
relegating this question of the declara- 
tion to a Select Committee, to produce a 
resuit which shall be more in consonance 
with the reputation, the dignity, and the 
traditions of this House. 


Amendment moved— 

“To leave out all the words after ‘ That, | 
and insert ‘the Order of the 23rd of July last, 
committing the Bill to a Committee of the | 
Whole House, be discharged ; and that the 
Bill be referred to a Select Committee.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Rosebery.) 


The Eart oF CREWE: My Lords, as 
Ihappen to have been a member of the 
Committee who considered this matter, I 
desire, in a few words, to state my reasons 
for urging your Lordships not to accept 
the motion of my noble relative, but to 
allow the measure to proceed in the ordi- 
nary way. It is necessary, I think, to 
remind your Lordships of the circum- 
stances in which the Committee was 
formed. His Majesty having made the 
statutory declaration in the ordinary way, 
itwas generally felt that that declaration 
contained terms which might very pro- 
perly give offence to loyal Roman Catho- 
lic subjects, and a temperate protest was 
published by the Roman Catholic Peers. 
This protest did not suggest the destruc- 
tion of the declaration, but the alteration 
of certain phrases in it. In these circum- | 
stances the Committee entered upon 
their task, which we conceived to be to 
take the declaration as it stood and alter it 
as little as possible, eliminating anything 
which might justly be considered to give 
cause of offence. If I had supposed that | 
we were called together to promote a 
brand new declaration, stating in terms of 
theological subtlety the religious opinions 
which the Sovereign of England ought to 
hold, I, for one, should not have been able 
to accept the invitation to sit on the Com- 
mittee, and I venture to think that my 
noble friends behind me would also 
have declined to serve. I go further, 

\ 
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| sion was composed. 


|!—-Lord Halifax 
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and state that the noble Marquess 
and those who acted with him, and the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack, 
would also have wished to stay away 
from the Committee. Therefore, when 
my noble relative makes merry over the 
short proceedings of the Committee, 
which, by the way, were not so brief as 
stated in the public press, I would remind 
him that the brevity was due to the fact 
that we considered we were there to 


-amend the declaration and not in any 


sense to reform it or draw up an entirely 
new declaration. Supposing a new Com- 
mittee were formed, I should like to 
know how it would be composed. I sup- 
pose it would be composed somewhat on 
the lines on which the Licensing Commis- 
That Commission 
included several important brewers and 
those interested in what is called the 
drink interest. It also contained a cer- 
tain number of ardent temperance advo- 
cates, and some other persons supposed 


_not to have expressly indicated any very 
j marked views on the question. 


When 
the Committee now suggested is formed, 
it will, I suppose, have to include the 
two noble Lords who found themselves 
strangely wedded as tellers the other day 
and Lord Kinnaird. 
Possibly some Roman Catholic Peers 
would be included, with one or two right 
rev. Prelates, and, perhaps, in order to keep 
the peace, one or two members who care 
for none of these things. I do not know 
whether my noble relative could be 
induced to preside over the Committee. 
He has already presided with conspicuous 
success over a Board of Conciliation, but 
Iam inclined to think t hat his task on 
that occasion was simple compared with 
that to which he would have to address 
himself in this case. 

The Committee would have to arrive at 
some form of words, which, if they were 
to be of use at all, would have to be such 
as would be generally acceptable to the 
House—acceptable to Lord Halifax, Lord 
Kinnaird, the moderators of the Presby- 
terian assemblies, Cardinal Vaughan, and, 
possibly, to the “General” of the Salva- 
tion Army. In these circumstances, I 
think the deliberations of the committee 
would be very likely to result in the pro- 
duction of a minority report. That 


being so, the matter would scarcely be any 
further advanced than it is now, and it 
would have to be debated again another 
The drawing up of a form of 


session. 
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words seems to havea terrible fascination 
about it—we see it in the Amendments 
on the Paper—and I fear that, if this 
question is allowed to remain open, the 
drawing up of a correct form of declara- 
tion will become a sort of summer after- 
noon’s amusement for a gentleman, like 
the translation of a difficult ode to Horace. 
Is it not possible to dispose of the question 
during the session? Ihave great faith in 
the ability of the noble Marquess’s friends 
to get measures through the other House. 
They use, perhaps, more pressure in doing 
so than some of us on these benches 
would approve ; but I cannot help thinking 
that a measure sent down withthe sanction 
and approval of your Lordships’ House, 
though, perhaps, it may be angrily 
debated for a night, would, appealing to 
the common-sense of the Members of the 
House of Commons, have some chance of 
hecoming law this session. As the noble 
Marquess stated the other night, undue 
excitement has been aroused on this sub- 
ject in the country—lI, for one, regard it 
as very undue excitement, indeed—and if 
the question drags on for another year 
that excitement is likely, I am afraid, to 
be fictitiously and purposely fomented by 
interested people. All we have to do 
now is to find some .form of words which 
will spare the feelings of the Sovereign, 
who has to take the oath, and his loyal 
Roman Catholic subjects. I cannot believe 
that it is an impossible task, and in that 
belief I ask your Lordships not to accept 
my noble relative’s suggestion, but allow 
the Bill to proceed in the ordinary way. 


*Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, it is 
not my intention to repeat, and to 
weaken by repetition, the arguments 
which have been adduced by the noble | 
Earl who brought this motion forward, 
but before the debate proceeds further I 
wish to submit to your Lordships two 
points which have received, as it appears 
to me, very little attention. The first 
point is the extreme difference between 
the personal position of the Sovereign 
now and in the seventeenth century, when 
this declaration was first imposed. At 
that epoch the doctrine of ministerial 
responsibility had not been adopted ; it 
was unheard of. The Sovereign was re- 
stricted in the exercise of his prerogative 
by legislation and by custom ; but within 
those limits he acted on his own judg- 
ment, discretion, and __ responsibility. 
That condition of things is now absolutely | 

The Earl of Crewe. 
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and entirely altered, and an oath which 
might well have been required from a 
sovereign in those first conditions becomes 
a very different matter in the twentieth 
century. The other point to which | 
wish to draw attention is this, that in the 
original . declaration proposed to the 
House words were retained which relate 
to the adoration of the Virgin Mary, 
Those words were objected to by Lord 
Arundel, and, in deference to his objection, 
they were changed, but they were not 
changed in the way the noble Lord sug- 
The noble Lord suggested that 
the word “worship” should be substi- 
tuted for the word ‘adoration ” to de- 
scribe the belief of Roman Catholics in 
that matter. Instead, you have omitted 
all mention of worship or adoration while 
you have kept in the denunciation of 
the “invocation” of the Virgin Mary. 
The doctrine of invocation may be equally 


| objectionable to that of worship or adora- 


tion, but it is an entirely different 
doctrine, and by rejecting it alone you 
are imposing a new doctrinal test 
not before in use. For my _ part, 
I agree with the noble Lord that such 
tests as these are out of date, that 
they are part of the obsolete machinery 
of au obsolete system. When I first 
entered the House of Commons this 
declaration was taken by every Member, 
as was also an oath denouncing certain 
doctrines rightly or wrongly said to be 
held by Roman Catholics as “damnable.” 
There was just the same head-shaking 
over them when it was _ proposed 
to repeal them, and we were told 
they could never be dispensed with 
with safety to the Protestant faith ; but 
they have been dispensed with, and 
nobody is the worse. I think the same 
would be the case if this declaration 
were dispensed ‘vith. But I admit that 
the Protestant feeling of the country will 
not allow the declaration to be abolished. 
I; is, therefore, our duty to see that it is 
framed as carefully as possible, and, in 
making a new form of declaration, we 
should make it an affirmative rather than 
a negative one. 


*THE LorD ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER- 
BURY: My Lords, I rise, with very 
much reluctance, I confess, to support 
the proposal of the noble Earl to refer 
The 
Bill as it stands does not seem to me to 
have received that careful consideration 
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$01 Rayal Declaration 
which such a Bill ought to receive at our | 
hands. The new declaration has been | 
drawn up by a committee which was not | 
fully informed on the matters with which | 
it had to deal. A committee dealing | 
with such a matter as this ought to have | 
had at its command a great deal of in- 
formation, which certainly if that com- 
mittee possessed it did not give itself 
time thoroughly to use, and I do not | 
believe they really possessed the informa- | 
tion that was necessary. ‘Lhe result is a 
declaration which I cannot say I think is 
to the credit of this House. I do not | 
think it is really such as we ought to put | 
on the statute-book as the permanent | 
form in which the declaration of the | 
Sovereign at his accession is to be worded. 
I supported the Second Reading of the 
Bill because I thought a Bill of some sort | 
is really necessary, and I am not advocat- 
ing that there should be any such delay 
as to make the carrying of the Bill in the 
next session impossible. But I do not 
think we can reasonably say that this | 
declaration as it now stands is in as good | 
a form as it is possible to put it in, and I | 
think the delay which is necessary in | 
order to reconstruct the declaration in such | 
a way as to make it both permanent and | 
effective may very well be allowed for | 
such a very important matter as this. [| 
am surprised, I confess, that the noble | 
Marquess should tell us that he expects | 
to carry it through Parliament this | 
session. I should have thought that | 
after what we have heard and seen of the | 
deliberations of Parliament it was per- | 
fectly certain that it could not go through 

the other House now. But I do not! 
pretend to know better than the noble | 
Marquess what the Government can do | 
in Parliament ; and if he really thinks he | 
can carry it through Parliament this | 
session, though that seems to me a very 
sanguine view to take, I think he will 
find that it will prolong the Session con- 
siderably beyond the time at which we 
have been led to expect that the session 
would close. All that’ we have heard 
about the necessity of not over-working 
Parliament will certainly have to be very 
considerably modified in that case. In the 
actual wording the declaration as it stands | 
shows in various points that there has not | 
been such care bestowed upon it as there 
ought to have been in such a case as this. 
Such a declaration as this, ‘the Protes- 
tant religion, in which I believe,” is cer- 
tainly not the form in which the Sovereign | 


| 








| 





{1 Avueust 1901} 


|own amendments in Committee ? 





Bill. 802 
ought to be taken to express his deepest 
convictions, and the omission of a declara- 
tion against the supremacy of the Pope, I 
think, is a very marked thing at this time. 
When the declaration that we have from 
the Bill of Rights was drawn up, the 
supremacy of the Pope had not then been 
declared as it has been since, and the 
Roman doctrine which we object to has 
become very much more seriously dan- 
gerous to the political and national life of 
this country than it was in the time when 
the Bill of Rights was passed. I think 
that for various reasons further time 
ought to be allowed to us. The noble 
Marquess is, of course, master of many 
legions, and it is difficult to contend with 


| him, and I for one am exceedingly un- 


willing to resist the progress of a Bill like 
this, which I take to be necessary, but I 
think the noble Marquess ought to be a 
little merciful and ought not to hurry us, 
as it seems tc me he has done and is 
doing. 


*THE Ear: or PORTSMOUTH: My 
Lords, I stand in a somewhat different 
position from many members of your 
Lordships’ House. To me, personally, the 
defeat of this Bill would be a matter of 
extreme indifference, because then the 
law would remain precisely as itis. I am 


| quite certain, however, that unless Roman 


Catholic peers are willing to accept the 
declaration in the form in which it has 
been amended by the advice of the two 
Front Benches, they must be prepared to 
accept the declaration in its existing 
form. I confess I am somewhat  sur- 
prised at the action of my noble friend 
Lord Rosebery. The noble Earl has put 
a very bad case with all his extreme 
cleverness and ingenuity, and in support 
of his case he quoted the fact that the 


| Bill of Rights was considered in a Com- 


mittee of the whole House, and that it 
took a considerable time. He mentioned 
this to emphasise what he infers has 
been the extreme carelessness and haste 
with which this Committee arrived at a 
very important decision. Why should 
not the noble Lord and other noble 
Lords who are dissatisfied with the de- 
claration as it now stands move their 
Why 
is the whole matter to be referred again 
to a Select Committee, and in that way 
hung up? The most reverend Prelate, 
I think, is somewhat sanguine in sup- 
posing that theologians are likely to 
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make the theological language of | 
the declaration more clear to the, 

ordinary layman. I cannot help, in that 
connection, referring to the loss which has 
been sustained in the death of that most 
distinguish Prelate the Bishop of Durham, | 
who was known, not only in this country 
but in Germany, as a great theologian. 
I am reminded of an extremely witty 7 and 
clever letter from another great canon of 
the Church of E ngland—one of the most 
eloquent, and certainly one of the most | 
distinguished intellectual leaders of 


religious thought—I refer to Canon 
Liddon. Canon Liddon, w riting to a 


friend upon a dark Christmas day, used 
these words — 

**London is buried in a dense fog. It is 
generally attributed to the fact that Dr. 


Westcott has opened his study window at 
Westminster. ” 


If we are to deal with theology through 
theologians of to-day we may depend 
upon it we shall get language which will 
not only not =, Lord Kinnaird and 
his friends, but will also cause a great 
deal of controversy among the various 
members and sections of the Church of 
England. The noble Earl and the most 
reverend Prelate alluded to the fact that 
this declaration is sadly wanting because 
it does not include any reference to the 
supremacy of the Pope. 
reason whatever why any noble Lord 
should not move an amendment to that 
effect in Committee. But the point of this 
declaration isthat i: is a declaration against 
transubstantiation. I would call your 
Lordships’ attention to the fact that the 
objection to anything which would weaken 
the security of the Protestant succession is 
not purely a question of the supremacy 
of the Pope. It is due to the fact, as 
was said at the Wesleyan Conference, 
that the people of this country are 
determined that the Sovereign should 
make such a declaration because, wher- 
ever there is transubstantiation, there is 
priestcraft, and wherever there is priest- 
craft they do not enjoy rejigious and 
social liberty. I am convinced that that 
is at the bottom of the very strong and 
earnest feeling in favour of retaining this 
declaration. The noble Ear! will, 1 pre- 
sume, divide the House, but, in the 
event of his motion being carried, I 
would most strongly urge the noble 
Marquess and my friends on this side of 
the House to have nothing to do with any 
such Select Committee. 


The Earl of Portsmouth. 


{LORDS} 


There is no | 


The noble Earl | 
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Tt 


is an extremely clever and ingenious 
public man, and it would be some con. 
solation, if this Bill were defeated, to see 
what sort of production would be br ought 
up by his Committee, by what eeclesi. 
astical genus or species it would be 
owned. In the interest of common- 
sense and the dignity of your Lordships’ 
procedure, and in order to prevent 
opportunities for further excited, and, 
| I think, most lamentable religious contro. 
versy, I trust that your Lordships will 
decline to support the noble Earl ; and] 
hope the noble Marquess will exercise all 
his influence to obtain a speedy and 
effectual settlement of this question. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
| Earl of HALSBURY) : My Lords, we are 
not now in point of form discussing the 
Report of the Select Committee ; we are 
discussing the Bill in which the defects 
pointed out in the Report of the Committee 
have been remedied. But although we 
are not discussing the Report of the Com- 
mittee, I think it right to refer to the 
noble Earl’s observations, because he 
spoke five times, I think, of the hurried 
deliberations of that Committee. As a 
member of that Committee I absolutely 
deny that we hurried at all. The noble 
Ear] seems to think that length in public 
speech, as well as deliberations, necessarily 
involves great wisdom. But sometimes 
there are some things that are very plain 
and clear, and that can be discussed very 
shortly if people are of one mind and 
apply their minds to them ; and on the 
oceasion in question we felt, as I think we 
had a right to feel, that we had no man- 
date at all to contrive a new declaration. 
I observe on all the occasions on which 
the noble Earl has spoken that he has 
never referred at all to what was the 
mandate of the Committee, but we were 
instructed to see whether we could 
modify the language of the declaration, 
such as it was, with due regard for the 
security of the Protestant succession. 
We have no right to invent a new text. 
With our mandate before us we saw’ how 
the language could be modified by elimi- 
nation of offensive references to Romam 
Catholic doctrines, and we made those 
modifications ; and I believe we did all 
that was within our jurisdiction to do. 
Then in this House objection was not 
unnaturally taken by noble Lords who 
are members of the Roman faith that we 
had left in something—it was quite unin- 
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tentional, we followed the original—which 
did not rightly describe a Roman Catholic 
doctrine ; we left the words “adoration 
of the Virgin Mary.” ‘Some of us when 
we heard the discussion must have been 
struck with this, that if we had entered 


into that question we should at once 


have entered the region of religious con- 
troversy. 
aid vehemently that it was not the 
doctrine of the Roman Catholic faith, 
whereupon the Bishop of Winchester 
asserted it was, and quoted an authorita- 
tive declaration in support of his state- 
ment. Well, I do not think we should 
have arrived at a very successful issue if 
we had entered upon that controversy. 
What we have now before us is the 
unanimous opinion of the Committee upon 
the reference guiding them, and that 
reference was not only binding upon us, 
it is also binding upon the House. The 
head of His Majesty’s Government pro- 
posed the reference, and it was accepted 
wuanimously. The noble Earl says he 
was abroad at the time, but there were 
others here, and the noble Earl cannot 
bind the whole House because he hap- 
pened to be abroad. The House is 
capable of expressing its opinion and of 
abiding by it, though the noble Earl is 
abroad. The noble Lord says members 
of the Committee are very sensitive ; but 
Ican assure him that Iam not in any 
degree sensitive to his observations, and 
my view is that, whatever we have said 
and determined, we should have been 
open to his sarcasm and the attack he 
has made upon the Committee. I do not 
think there is one member of the Com- 
mittee who cares—well, I do not wish to 
use a disagreeable expression—who cares 
forthe noble Earl’s criticism at all. I 
think the Bill carries out the view that if 
we preserve what a great many people in 
the country regard as very important to 
preserve—a religious test for the 
Sovereign, which he will accept and which 
is not offensive to our fellow-countzymen 
—it might possibly pass through both 


Houses of Parliament without much 
discussion. The moment you_ bring 
on discussion on these subjects you 
arouse passions that have been 
sleeping. There was a reference used by 


Lord Halifax which serves as an illustra- 
tion of what may come of raising these 
subjects of historical bitterness. He 


referred to the cruelties of the Govern- | 
of Charles II. 


ment towards Roman 


{1 AvuGcust 1901} 
- Catholies. 


My noble friend Lord Llandaff 


alter our views ? 


agree on the subject. 
in both Houses the endeavour will be 
made to avoid expert exposition of theo- 
logical doctrines, which seem to me quite 
irrelevant to the purpose we have in hand. 
That purpose is very obvious—to provide 
a disclaimer on the part of the Monarch 


Church. 


the Church of Rome. 
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I do not wish to raise such 
questions. I very much deprecate doing 
so, but we must consider that if you 
begin to stir such topics you must admit 
statements from the other side. It was < 


great Irish orator who said :—‘ It is an 


infernal necromancy that takes the ashes 
of forgotten crime to blast the present.” 
So, my Lords, if you begin with refer- 
ences to persecutions by a Protestant 
Government you cannot expect the fires 
of Smithfield to remain unnoticed. For 
this reason among others we tried to 
avoid these religious questions altogether. 
I observe the right rev. Prelates are 
described as “ experts,” but, my Lords, 
what do we want with these experts ? Is 
it to be supposed that the controversy 
between the Church of Rome and Pro- 
testantism in reference to the doctrine of 
transubstantiation is something that we 
can have expounded to us by expert 
testimony, and which may induce us to 
I think if there is one 
subject on this earth which has been dis- 


cussed ud nauseam it is that question, and 
we expect to find all the right rev. Pre- 
lates in agreement with their lay brethren 
upon it. Now, my Lords, the Articles of the 
Church of England, which, I understand, 
the 
corporate into this declaration, describes 
the doctrine of the Church towards tran- 
substantiation very simply in werds that 
all can understand who know the English 


most rev. Prelate wishes to in- 


language. If your Lordships onee embark 


on an inquiry as to what form of words 
and in 


what exact order we should 
describe these spiritual doctrines, I am 
quite sure that no two men will absolutely 
I hope, therefore, 


that he belongs to the Roman Catholic 
The voice of the country has 
selected a particular doctrine, simply ex- 
pounded by the Church of England, and 
has said that in the declaration which the 
Sovereign makes at what has been de- 


scribed as the most solemn moment of his 
reign he shall declare he doves not believe. 


It is a negative, I admit ; but no one can 
forget the history of this matter. It is 
not a dogmatic expression of theological 
belief, but a disclaimer of membership of 
I feel as strongly 
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{LORDS} 
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as the noble Earl the mischief that might ' to that opinion is that this House ought 


result from a general dis:ussion. Unlike 
the noble Earl, I have not in immediate 
proximity any piece of furniture, nor have 
I strength of muscle, to supply lack of 
argument. Ido most earnestly hope that 
the House will adhere to the form as it 
appears in the Bill. 


*TuHE Lorp Bishop or SALISBURY : 
My Lords, I do not think it is acting 
fairly towards the country for the 
Government to rush such a measure 
through at this period of the session, and 
with very little discussion. Any altera- 
tion in the form makes this an entirely 
new declaration, and such is demanded 
by the alterations in conditions both in 
our own Empire and in the claims of the 
Church of Rome since the original declara- 
tion was framed. The most rev. 
Prelate who spoke before me pointed out 
that the supremacy of the Pope is now an 
article of faith with Roman Catholics. It 
would astonish you to know the extraor- 
dinary breadth of control which the Pope 
is said, in ‘the face of all the world, to 
possess. I think I must be allowed to 
remind the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack that when the Test Act was 
passed the portion of the declaration with 
regard to transubstantiation was intro- 
duced because a declaration with regard 
to Papal supremacy was not sufficient, 
Papal supremacy not being then an article 
of faith. There would not have been a 
word about transubstantiation in the 
declaration if Papal supremacy had been 
an article of faith. It surely is desirable 
that we should now include a declaration 
against the supremacy of the Pope if we 
are going to have a test of the kind at 
all. I agree with the noble Earl in asking 
that this declaration should be sent back 
to a larger Committee, in which the 
members would have something more than 
a political claim on the allegiance of their 
countrymen. 


Viscount HALIFAX: My Lords, I 
have only one word to say at the present 
stage of the discussion. There has not 
been a great deal of agreement, so far, in 
the speeches which have been made in 
regard to this subject, but there has been 
a very great amount of agreement on one 
point—namely, that this House is not a 
fitting place for theological discussion. I 


entirely endorse that sentiment, but, if it | Instead of denouncing doctrines 


not to be asked to confirm or deny the 
truth of theological propositions. Hoy 
is it pessible for this House to deal with 
a Bill affecting theological propositions 
without discussing them ? On the Second 
Reading my noble friend Lord Tweed. 
mouth, a member of the Committee, told 
us that the declaration was in no senge 
a religious question, but purely a matter 
of political necessity, and that, therefore, 
because it was a matter of political neces. 
sity, it was our duty to exclude the 
theological differences which divide us 
from our Roman Catholic fellow-subjects, 
I accept the premise of the noble Lord, 
but I entirely deny his conclusion. If 
the matter is a political one, let us havea 
political declaration and not a theological 
one. The most rev. Prelate told us, on the 
Second Reading, that the importance of 
the declaration was not theological but 
political, that it was the fact of the King’s 
influence which made it desirable, in viewof 
the teaching of the Roman Church, that he 
should deny that he was a member of the 
Church. I think the most rev. Pre 
late’s argument will carry him further, 
perhaps, than he would wish to go. We 
have had very powerful Prime Ministers 
in this country. I suppose no Prime 
Minister exercised more influence over 
his countrymen than did Mr. Gladstone, 
and the noble Marquess at the head of 
the Government is one of the most 
powerful Prime Ministers this country 
has ever seen. I suppose it would not be 
difficult to imagine that a Prime Minister 
like Mr. Gladstone or like the noble 
Marquess opposite might even exercise 
more influence over the affairs of this 
country than the Sovereign himself 
Does the most reverend Prelate propose 
that this test should be offered to them! 
Are we to suppose that as we rise in 
political influence tests are to be imposed 
in this manner? That is the logical con- 
clusion of the argument. I do not wish to 
detain the House, but I must say that! 
cannot understand why the English 
people should be so superstitious, or 
what possible value there can be in these 
tests. Why should Protestants be s0 
timid and cowardly as to insist on things 
that are insulting to the King’s Roman 
Catholic subjects, and to deny to the 
King the liberty of consience which is 
granted to the least of his subjects! 
dear to 


‘be true, I venture to say that the corollary | many, why should not the declaration 


The Earl of Halshury. 
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offensive. There is no theological ques- 
tion, strictly speaking, involved in that. 
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nerely be that the King belongs to 
the Church of England and not to 
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€ ought 


eny the Hie Church of Rome, or that he I agree with the noble Earl in the pro- 
How Finies the right of the Pope to found distrust that I have in any theolo- 
‘al with J terfere in temporal matters? If this gical test, and I am glad to find that the 
sitions yuestion excites theological odium—_ noble Viscount opposite has so far risen 
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which is very likely—the fault is that of 
the Committee for not having made a 
gnsible declaration and for having cast 
ll these doctrines on the floor of the 
House. 


THE Lorp BisHop or RIPON: My 
lords, I have arrived at a somewhat 
jiferent conclusion from that which I 
ielieve has been arrived at by those who 
it with me on this bench, and on that 
round I should be very averse to giving 
4 vote without explaining my reasons. 
I have heard nothing said to-night that 
ilters the strong conviction which I 
possess that it would be calamitous if 
undue delay in the settlemert of this 
question occurs. There are only three 
reasons for refusing to go on with the 
Bill. The first is that we are not clear 
inour minds as to the principles involved. 
The second is that we are not satisfied 
that the phrasing which has been 
employed is adequate to maintain the 
principles it is desired to secure ; and the 
third—I hesitate to mention it—arises 
from a certain literary fastidiousness. I 
share that literary fastidiousness in no 
mall degree. If you ask me whether 
my sense of rhythm is satisfied with the 
declaration as it stands, Iam bound to 
ay that it is not. But this great mea- 
swe ought not to be delayed on the 
ground of mere literary fastidiousness. 
Qn the principles involved there is very 
little substantial difference. The matter 
does not seem to me to be compli- 
cated, but very simple, and I must 
ay, by way of parenthesis, that I do not 
think justice has been meted out to the 
Committee, to whom this matter was 
referred. If the idea had been to give 
wanew declaration, suited to all the 
conditions and ideas of the twentieth 
century, then I should have been very 
glad that we had been put in possession 
of that fact, but I did not understand that 
that was the purpose or aim of this House 
in referring it to a Committee. The pur- 
pose of the Committee was to make the 
best of the existing declaration, maintain- 
lus the safeguard which we believed to be 
necessary for political reasons, and freeing 


above what all of us believe to be his pre- 
dijections to favour the abolition of tests. 
But that is not the question before the 
House. The question which we have to 
consider is whether we are to relieve this 
declaration of such phrases as may be 
deemed offensive. There are some people 
who will tell you that this declaration is 
the keystone of the British Constitution. 
I am not prepared to argue that ques- 
tion, but I am prepared to say that sup- 
posing you admit that proposition there 
is no necessity to knock the key- 
stone right out. All that is neces- 
sary is that you should remove any 
offensive engraving or caricature that 
may exist on the face of the keystone. 
We are not entering into the question of 
a declaration de novo. If we were I 
should have a great many things to say. 
We are only wasting time in imagining 
that which has not yet been, and ought 
not to be, brought on the floor of this 
House. I am not afraid of the discussion 
of this question in this House, because I 
am persuaded that the good sense of a 
number of Englishmen gathered together 
here will be sutticient to protect us 
against those vulgarisms of controversy 
which may be popular out of doors, but 
are not becoming to the dignity of this 
House. If we are at one in feeling this, 
all that we desire to do is to maintain a 
safeguard which history has shown us was 
necessary, and which we may feel it may 
be dangerous for us to allow to be im- 
perilled in the future. As to whether 
the phrasing sufficiently secures the pur- 
pose of the declaration, that is precisely 
a matter with which a Committee of this 
House is competent to deal. I see no 
reason for running the risks of delay, 


_ especially as the noble Marquess has inti- 


mated that it is possible to carry the Bill 
in the present session. I dread delay as 
opening the door to side issues, and the 
expression of every fad and prejudice ; I 
dread delay which will create further 


+ In 1689 Mr. Hampden, junior (a grandson 
of the hero of the Ship-money dispute) 
declared that “this Coronation Oath is the 
very touchstone and symbol of your govern- 
ment.” (Parliamentary History, Vol. v., page 





itfrom epithets which could be deemed | 202.)—[{Ep.] 
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irritation by letting loose further con- 
troversy ; I dread delay which may bring 
about the fear of weak men that we have 
words here which ought to be changed, 
and that we have not words which ought 
to be introduced ; I dread delay which 
may imperil the value of the declaration 


Royal Decluration 


on the one hand, and overload it with | 


multitudinous fads on the other. Having 
passed the Second Reading of the Bill, 
we ought only to allow delay on the 
ground that we are feeble in judgment or 
deficient in will, and therefore incom- 
petent to deal with it. Having put our 
hands to the plough, we cannot refuse to 
drive the furrow home. 


THE Duke or NORFOLK: My 
Lords, I cannot but think that your 
Lordships will appreciate the fact that 
there is some danger that tlie initial short- 
comings of the Committee in having dealt 
with this matter in a great hurry— 
although that expression was objected to 
by the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack—will be repeated, looking at 
the manner in which the measure has 
been forced upon Parliament. No one 
can doubt that it is only by very great 
effort that the Bill can be got through in 
another place before the end of the 
present session, and by putting off till 
next year the immature and _hastily- 
altered Bill now submitted for our con- 
sideration I do not think any great delay 
will be engendered, I hope your Lord- 
ships will accept the motion of the noble 
Earl and refer this question again to a 
Select Committee. I think almost every 
speech we have heard must force upon 
our minds the fact that we are tied up in 
a knot, and that no better means could 
be adopted for untying it than that the 
measure should be considered again, not 
in heated debate in either House of Par- 
liament, but in the quiet of a Committee 
where the whole question could be dealt 
with not only leisurely, but with the 
advantages given by the debates to which 
we have listened. I own that those who 
feel with me on this subject have a 
special reason for hoping that this course 
will be adopted. 
in the arrangement that no Roman 
Catholics should be put upon the Com- 
mittee, but when we did that we had 
not the slightest idea that all efforts 


{LORDS} 


We heartily concurred | 


Bill. 19 


| tion, or in what direction our hopes of a 
| change pointed ; and while we did fee] 
‘full sympathy with the fact that the work 
| the Committee had to do was difficult, that 
| feeling was greatly diminished when we 
| found that the Committee did not appre. 
| ciate the difficulties before them. They 
sat only a veryfew minutes, and, therefore, 
| we do feel that the Committee, whose pro- 
|ceedings were generously undertaken to 
relieve us and our fellow Catholic sub 
jects throughout the Empire of a griev 
ance, laid their Report upon the Table 
| without ascertaining what would or would 
not be agreeable to those whose feelings 
| it was intended to relieve. I do think 
| that many other things point to the fact 
| that the Committee did not appreciate all 
| that surrounded the question or the great 
gravity of the issue concerned, and that 
it is desirable that they should take up 
the question with greater leisure, fortified 
as they will be with the debates which 
have taken place in this House. We are 
informed that the more this question is 
discussed the more acrimonious will 
become the debates and the more heated 
the opposition throughout the country. 
Those who agree with me are not respon- 
sible for that. But I do think this 
question cannot be laid to rest by a 
measure which satisfies no one, which 
everybody knows has been _ hastily 
matured, and which it is now suggested 
should be hurried through Parliament 
without further deliberation. In order 
to come to a final decision on this matter, 
in order to produce something so carefully 
prepared as to avoid the raising of the 
heated passions which are feared, the only 
course possible is to adopt the motion of 
the noble Earl. 


fo 4) 


Lorp BRAYE hoped that, if the 
question was referred to a Committee, all 
| reference to doctrine would be left out, 
for on that controversy would inevitably 
be aroused. He thought the Committee 
‘would have been acting within the 
reference if they had simply required the 
Sovereign to declare that he was a member 
of the Church of England. 


On Question, Whether the words 
| proposed to be left out shall stand part of 
_the motion, their Lordships divided. 


would be avoided which could bring | 


to the intelligence of the Committee 
what it was we objected to in the declara- 


The Lord Bishop of Ripon. 


_ House divided :—Contents, 105; Non- 
contents, 20. 
| 
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House in Committee accordingly. 
Clause 1 :— 


THE Earn op KILMOREY 
his object in moving the Amendment 
standing in his name was to make it 
perfectly clear that the Sovereign is a 
member of the Protestant Church and 
no other, and that, at the same time, 
there should be nothing whatever in the 
phraseology of the declaration that would 
in any way give offence to the hundreds 
of thousands of their fellow subjects who 


Bath and Wells, L. Bp. 
St. Albans, L. Bp. 
Salisbury, L. Bp. 
Winchester, L. Bp. 


Fingall, L. (£. Fingall.) 
Gage, L. (V. Gage.\ 
Grey de Ruthyn, Ls 
Herries, L. [Tedler.] 
Kinnaird, L. 
North, L 
O'Neill, L. 

tosebery, L. 
[Teller. | 

Stanmore, L. 

| Teynham, L. 


(E. Rosebery.) 


Clifford of Chudleigh, L. 


were attached to the Roman Catholic 
faith. The simpler the language the 
better, and the fewer the words that 


/ were used the better. 


said | 





Amendment moved— 


“In page I, line 9, to leave out from 
(‘do’) to the end of the clause, and to insert 
(‘in the presence of Almighty God, and be- 
fore this great assembly of My people, 
solemnly and _ sincerely declare, without 


evasion, equivocation, or mental reservation 
whatsoever, that I ever have been, am, and 
ever will remain a steadfast member of the 
Reformed Church of England as established 
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by Law; and that, as such, I do and will 
continue to disbelieve in and dissent from and 
reject all such doctrines of Religion as are 
at variance with those of the Protestant Faith, 
which I profess and swear to support and 
maintain; and, moreover, that I do and will 
ever repudiate all foreign claims, if any, to 
command allegiance and exercise authority, 
in matters spiritual as well as temporal, with- 
in My Dominions: So help me God!’ ”— 
(The Earl of Kilmorey.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH - submitted 
that this Amendment, as well as most of 
those standing in the names of other 


Royal Declaration 


noble Lords, should not be accepted. | 


The point of all of them was that 
the Sovereign was to declare that 
he was a member of the Church of 


England as established by law. That 
was distinctly a limiting  declara- 
tion. He fancied that if they took 


a census of the Protestants in the Empire 
they would find that probably not more 
than one quarter of them belonged to a 
Church established by law. After all, 
there were in England a vast number of 
good Protestants who did not belong to 
the Church of England, and in Scotland 
there were a large number of Protestants 
and Presbyterians who did not belong to 
the Church of Scotland. In Ireland and 
throughout the colonies they had no 
Established Church. There was no 
impediment whatever to the Sovereign 
being a Wesleyan, a Methodist, a Con- 
gregationalist, or a Presbyterian, or one 
of the many sects of Protestants which 
were to be found. Then, to require a 
declaration of faith in the tenets of the 
Church as established by- law was a very 
vague requirement indeed. Even the 
wisest theological expert would find it 
difficult to say exactly what were the 
tenets of the Church as established by 
law, when they found in that Church 
persons as widely differing as Lord Kin- 
naird on the one hand and Viscount 
Halifax on the other. Lord Halifax was 
extremely frank the other night, because 
he told the House, in so many words, 
that he considered the three doctrines 
which were repudiated in the declaration 
were doctrines which a member of the 
Church of England might hold, and un- 
doubtedly doctrines approaching those 
were held by members of the Church of 
England. He gave credit to the Church 
of England because it was so all-embrac- 
ing, but thought the very fact of the 
wideness of its fold made it difficult 


to accept a declaration which avowed 
{ 


{LORDS} 
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belief in the tenets of that Church, 
He himself belonged to a_ party 
amongst the members of which there 
had always been a very large diver. 
gence of opinion, and if he were a Radical 
elector he would prefer a deelaration 
saying that his candidate repudiated the 
protection of a State Church and a heredi- 
tary Legislature rather than a declaration 
of faith in the tenets of the Liberal party 
as expounded by leading Liberals. He 
thought the more effective way of making 
themselves secure against Roman Catholic 
doctrines was to take two or three Roman 
Catholic doctrines and to say, “ In these 
doctrines I do not believe,” rather than to. 
say “I believe” in certain vague tenets. 
of a particular Church without at all 
specifying what those doctrines were. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
My Lords, I am compelled to express my 
substantial concurrence in the advice 
which has just been given by the noble: 
Lord opposite. I look with considerable 
apprehension on any proposal to wander 
far from the protection of the Bill of 
Rights. What we did under the unani- 
mous instruction of this House was simply 
to strike out offensive words and to retain 
the language of the Bill of Rights, so far 
as it could be retained, without including 
those offensive words. That has practi- 
cally been sanctioned by the House, and 
it appears to me to be the only safe and 
wise method of proceeding. If we pre- 
ceed to devise new formulas of doctrine 
no doubt every formula will enjoy 
a considerable amount of support, but it 
will also lead to a considerable amount 
of hostility. In the third line of the noble 
Lord’s Amendment he proposes that the 
King should use the words— 

“T declare, without evasion, equivocation, or 
mental reservation whatsoever.” 


Those words are an insult. What busi- 
ness have you to demand of the Sovereign 
that he shall purge himself of the sus- 
picion of mental reservation? | Weapons 
of that kind belong to a bygone age, and 
I would be very sorry that any encour- 
agement should be given to them now. 
Again, the noble Lord suggests the use 
of the words : — 


“That I ever have been, am, and ever will 


|remain a steadfast member of the Reformed 


Church of England as established by law.” 


What about the case of an heir to tue 
Throne who has lapsed for, say, only ten 
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minutes into a belief of some other form ? | 
He cannot | 
declare that he has ever been a steadfast | 
member of the Church of England, and | 


He cannot purge himself. 


the blot that has thus fallen upon him 
nothing could remove. 
that any advantage is gained by using 
language which will certainly give offence 


toa large number of our fellow-subjects, 


and will not add in the slightest degree to 


the security which it is desired to obtain. | 


I must therefore vote to retain the Bill 
as it is. 

*THE Lorp Bisuop or SALISBURY 
asked whether the noble Marquess’s 
approval of the observations of Lord 
Tweedmouth extended to an endorsement 
of the statement made by that noble 
Lord that there was no impediment what- 
ever to the Sovereign being a Protestant 
Nonconformist. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
certainly decline to undertake to answer 
questions as to the position in which I 
stand towards the opinions of the noble 
Lord opposite, and I must also decline to 
answer legal or legislative conundrums. 
When the question comes up practically 
it must be answered, but to answer theo- 
retically and abstractedly what the noble 
Lord, Lord Tweedmouth, means by the 
Protestant religion, is a matter which far 
transcends my intelligence. 


*Tue Lorp BisHop or SALISBURY : 
Do I understand that the noble Marquess 
does not accept the view expressed by 
Lord Tweedmouth 1? 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
neither accept nor refuse to accept it. 


*Viscount LLANDAFF said the noble | 
Lord, Lord Tweedmouth, had evidently 
failed to read the Act of Settlement, which 
called upon the Sovereign to join in com- | 
munion with the Church of England. A 
Wesleyan or a Congregationalist would 
be unable, therefore, under the Act of | 
Settlement to sit on the Throne. 


{1 Aveust 1901} 


I cannot perceive | 
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*ViscounT LLANDAFF confessed that 


this was news to him. The _ noble 
Marquess had said that if once they 
embarked on an attempt to create a 
positive test they would be landed in 
difficulties, but the declaration suggested 
by this Bill did contain a positive test, 
for it required the Sovereign to state that 
he believed in the Protestant religion— 
a religion which, according to the noble 
Marquess himself, was a thing he could 
not define, would not define, and was 
_ indefinable. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Will my noble friend allow me to explain. 
I did not use the words he has put into my 
mouth. What I said was that the object 
of this Bill was to retain the declaration, 
omitting words that were offensive, and 
that if you went beyond that line you 
would run the danger of very great 
embarrassment. 


*ViscounT LLANDAFF said the 
expression in the declaration which 
required the Sovereign to declare his 
belief in the Protestant religion was more 
vague than the expression contained in 
his noble friend’s Amendment, which 
required the Sovereign to declare that he 
was a member of that well-known and 
well-understood body, the Church of 
England as by law established. He 
preferred the retention of the language of 
the Bill of Rights in its naked offensive- 
ness to putting in the Sovereign’s mouth 
in this twentith century a controversial 
statement directed against a_ religion 
which could now be exercised by His 
Majesty’s subjects without the slightest 
blame or reproach. 


*THeE Lorp Bishop’ or WIN- 
CHESTER did not think it would be 
easy to find a better justification for the 
motion of Lord Rosebery which had just 
been negatived by their Lordships than 
the evidence afforded by the discussion 
which was now taking place. The debate 
had only lasted half an hour, and already 


| they were plunged into the discussion of 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH said his noble | 
and learned friend was wrong if he 
imagined that Nonconformists could not 
join in communion with the Church of | 
England. | 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: I) 


have seen them. 
[FouRTH SERIES. ] | 


VOL. XCVIIL. 


the deepest and most sacred subjects 
without the possibility of adequately 
dealing with them in so large an assembly, 
while they might quietly and effectively 
have been handled in such a Select Com- 
mittee as had been suggested. With 


regard to the statement of Lord Tweed- 
mouth, if the noble Lord would study 


2H 
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the Book of Common Prayer and read 
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the coronation service. he would find 
there, even apart from the special clause 
in the Act of Settlement, an answer to 
his startling allegation that all Protes- 
tants might be considered as members of | 
the Church of England for the purpose 
of assuming the Crown. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
wish to say one word in answer to the 
observation of the right rev. prelate. I can- 
not admit, as the result of my experience, 
that a Committee is the abode of peace, 
and that conflict is only found in the full 
House. There is no difference between 
the two on the subject. If you refer these 
difficult questions to a Committee, the 
result will be exactly the same. The 
difficulty lies in the questions themselves, 
which have for centuries excited the pas- 
sions and animated the enthusiasm of men 
of every kind. You cannot hope that 
you will be able to discuss them in peace 
and quiet by simply shutting up a cer- 
tain number of members in a room and | 
proposing that they shall thereby divest 
themselves of all theological passions. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY : I would 
reiterate what fell from the right 
rev. Prelate as to the striking proof 
which this short discussion affords 
of the unsuitability of this House 
for theological discussions. What has 
been the nature of the discussion? A 
scene of almost unbroken hilarity, fol- 
lowed by excursions into the highest 
questions concerning faith and the succes- 
sion to the Throne. If it goes on as it 
has begun, we shall have fuller justifica- 
tion for the proposal to refer the question 
to a Committee. 


THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH said he 
was convinced that had the matter been ; 
referred to a Committee they would have 
had the same discussion when the Report 
of that Committee came before the House. 
The noble Lord drew attention to the 
great variety of views on matters of 
doctrine prevailing within the Church of 
England itself. He had in his hand a 
book published bya clergyman in Shettield 
which contained, with the exception of 
the supremacy of the Pope, every doctrine 
upheld by the Roman Church. The book 
was entitled “Catholic Devotions for 
Young People” ; it was written by the | 
vicar of St. Matthew’s, Sheffield, and had | 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester, 


{LORDS} 
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had a very large circulation. This was 
not the time nor the occasion to diseyss 
matters of doctrine, but he had brought 
the book to the notice of the most rey, 
Prelate the Archbishop of York, who had 
remonstrated with the clergyman jn 
question and had declined to officiate jn 
his church. But what did a clergyman 
of this kind care for that? He was eyi- 
dently a man _ with very earnest 
and strong convictions, and took not the 
slightest notice of an episcopal boycott, 
The clergyman still remained in the 
Church of England, and this illustration, 
he thought, showed in a forcible way 
that membership of the Church of Eng. 
as established by law was not the 
slightest security for the Protestant. sue- 
cession. That was why the declaration 
was not against or in favour of the 
Church of England, but was against 
transubstantiation, because no man who 
declared against that doctrine could bea 
Roman Catholic. 


*LorD STAN MORE said his noble friend 
Lord Tweedmouth had raised a very 
grave question—namely, whether the 
temporal head of the Church of England 
might belong to any sect whatever, pro- 
vided he was not a Roman Catholic, and 
he thought the Government ought to 
express their views on that point. 


Lorp BRAYE said the House had _ not 
returned from the division lobby many 
minutes before they were plunged into 
an acute theological discussion, and one 
which was most unsuited to their Lord- 
ships’ House. He thought that before 
the House dealt further with the ques- 
tions of religious controversy, on which 
they appeared to be embarking for an 
indefinite time, the question ought to be 
settled once for all whether the Sove- 
reign of this country was compelled to be 


‘a member of the Church of England or 


not. 


THE Eart or HALSBURY : I only 
intervene for a moment with reference to 
the observation of Lord Stanmore. I do 
not think he quite comprehended the 
argument of Lord Portsmouth. The 
argument which Lord Portsmouth urged 


‘with great force, as it appears to me, is 


that a declaration against a Sovereign 
belonging to the Church of Rome will 
not be sufficient, if provision is only made 
in respect of a particular Church, some of 
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the members of which profess views which 
come dangerously near to those of the 
Church of Rome. That appears to me to 
be a very forcible argument. What is 
wanted is something which will dissociate 
the Sovereign from the Church of Rome. 
It is held by a great number of persons— 
Iam not quite certain that it is not also 
held by the noble Viscount opposite— 
that, in respect of cardinal doctrines, 
the doctrines of the Churches of England 
and Rome are indistinguishable. 


*Lorp STANMORE: I made no refer- 
ence to Lord Portsmouth’s argument 
at all. 


THe Eart or KILMOREY said he 
felt proud that the suggestion which he 
had submitted for their Lordships’ consi. 
deration had been considered worthy of 
the discussion which had taken place upon 
it. After what had been said, he would 
not press for a division, but he thought 
it right to point out to the noble Marquess 
at the head of the Government that he 
took the words “ without evasion, equivo- 
cation, or mental reservation whatsoever ” 
from the original declaration. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn, 


Eart GREY said the debate had been 
chiefly remarkable for the wide variety 
of opinion it had revealed. It had also 
established this fact, that there was one 
point on which they were all agreed— 
namely, that there should be some con- 
stitutional safeguard against the possi- 
bility of this Protestant Kingdom ever 
being governed by a Popish Sovereign. 
He understood that Roman Catholic 
Peers were agreed on that point, and that | 
all they demanded was that, while they 
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secured this, they should not put into the 
mouth of the King on his accession to 
the throne words which were in any way 
offensive to their co-religionists. He 
ventured most respectfully to submit 
that the Amendment he had placed on the 
Paper would enable them to obtain this 
security in a way which was not open to 
opposition from any member of their Lord- 
ships’ House. He had not invented a new 
formula; the words of his Amendment 
were the governing words of the Corona- 
tion Oath which the King was required 
to take on his Coronation. It must have 
been forgotten by many, also, that, 
under a specific clause of the Bill of 
Rights, if the Sovereign married a Papist, 
or professed the Popish religion, his 
Crown immediately passed to the next 
Protestant heir. That provision, together 
with the words of the Coronation Oath, 
gave, he submitted, ample security. The 
House would make a great mistake by 
insisting on public repudiation of special 
beliefs dear to Roman Catholics, by so 
doing pandering to the bigotry of a 
certain section of His Majesty’s subjects. 
He was not willing to purchase the votes 
of any portion of the electorate by 
alienating the affections of our Roman 
Catholic fellow-subjects. The Bill of 
Rights save every security that Pro- 
testants could require. 
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Amendment moved— 

in page 1, line 10, to leave from ‘ that’ to 
‘believe’ in line 17, and insert ‘I will, to the 
utmost of my power, maintain the Laws of God, 
the true profession of the Gospel, and the 
Protestant Reformed Religion, as established 
by Law.’ ”—(The Earl Grey.) 


On Question, Whether the words pro- 
posed to be left out shall stand part of 
the clause, their Lordships divided :— 
Contents, 84 ; Non-contents, 24. 


CONTENTS, 


Cawdor, E. 
Crewe, E. 
Dartrey, E. 
Dudley, E. 
Eldon, E. 


Halsbury, E. (Z. Chancellor.) | 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) 
Salisbury, M. (L. Privy Seal.) 


Grafton, D. 
Portland, D. 
Wellington, D. 


Hardwicke, E 
Howe, E. 
Ilchester, E. 


Bath, M. 
Lauderdale, E. 


Lansdowne, M. 





Clarendon, E.(L. Chamberlain. | Mayo, E. 
Cadogan, E Northbrook, E. 
Camperdown, E. Onslow, E 


Carrington, E. Portsmouth, E. 


Haddington, E. 


| Leven and Melville, E. 


Selborne, E. 

Spencer, E. 

| Vane, E. (M. Londonderry.) 
Verulam, E. 

Waldegrave, E. [Tedler.] 


Cross, V. 
FrankfortDeMontmorency, V. 
Hardinge, V. 

Hood, V. 

Knutsford, V. 


Ripon, L. Bp. 
Winchester, L. Bp. 
Addington, L. 
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Bateman, L- | Kenyon, L. Rathmore, L 

Belhaven and Stenton, L. | Kinnaird, L. Rayleigh, L. 

Belper, L. Kintore, L. (Z. Kintore.) Reay, L. 


Churchill, L. 
Cloncurry, L 
Colchester, L. 
Crawshaw, L. 
Davey, 

de Saumarez, L. 
Dunboyne, L. 
Glenesk, L. 
Hampton, L. 
Harris, L. 
Hawkesbury, L. 


[Teller.] Langford, L. 
| Lawrence, L. 
Lindley, L. 


Ludlow, L. 


Monckton, L. 
Monkswell, L. 


Pauncefote, L. 
| Ponsonby, L, 
borough.) 


Maenaghten, L 


Montagu of Beaulieu, L. 


Ribblesdale, L. 
St. Oswald, L. 
Seaton, L. 
Southampton, L. 


: Stalbridge, L. 





(V. Galway.) | Templemore, L. 
Tweedmouth, L. 
Ventry, L. 
Welby, L. 
Wimborne, L. 


Windsor, L. 


(E. Bess- 


NON-CONTENTS. 


Stamford, E. 
Falkland, V. 
Halifax, V. 
Llandatt, V. 


Canterbury, L. Abp. 


Norfolk, D. (£. Marshal.) 
Newcastle, D. 

Abingdon, E. 

Feversham, E. 
Gainsborough, E. 

Grey, E. [Teller.] 
Kilmorey, E. 


Brampton, L. 
Castletown, L. 





Viscount HALIFAX objected to the 
declaration in the Bill on general grounds. 
The King was to be required to say that 
he believed in the Protestant religion. A 
member of the Episcopal Bench, with 
whom he had very often not the honour 
to agree, had recently made a statement 
with regard to the Protestant religion 
which he would like to quote to the 
House. The Bishop of Worcester 
stated— 

“T donot know what is meant by the Pro- 
testant religion. I can understand what is 
meant by the Christian religion, the Mahoim- 
medan religion, or the Buddhist religion. But 
what is meant by the Protestant religion ? It 
is vague, shadowy, intangible, and capable of 
many variations.” 

They were, therefore, putting into the 
King’s mouth the repudiation of doc- 
trines which they could not possibly 
define. His object in moving the Amend- 
ment standing in his name was to get rid 
of the enumeration of theological doctrines 
and the vague, shadowy, intangible 
declaration of belief in the Protestant 
religion, which had many variations. The 
most rev. Prelate had told the House that 
the importance of this declaration was 
political and not theological. Could 
there be a greater condemnation of the | 
Bill than that? What did it imply? It | 
implied that they were bringing theo- | 


St. Albans, L. Bp. 
Salisbury, L. Bp. 


Clifford of Chudleigh, L. 
Gage, L. (V. Gage.) 
Herries, L. 

North, L. 

Robertson, L. 

Saye and Sele, L. 
Stanmore, L. 

Teynham, L. 





[Teller.] 


logical tests of great importance into the 
arena of politics for political purposes. 


Amendment moved— 

“In pase 1, line 10, after ‘believe,’ to 
insert ‘ [ am a member of the Church of Eng- 
land, as by Law established, the doctrines of 
which Chureh I unfeignedly believe and pro- 
fess.’”—(Viscount Halifax.) 


ViscounT CROSS: I hope the Amend- 
ment will not be accepted. I am quite 
certain that the omission of the words 
which it proposes to leave out would be 
regarded with alarm by the Protestant 
feeling of the country. 


Lorp DAVEY said the noble Viscount, 
while deprecating the introduction of 
theological tests into the Bill, was him- 
self imposing a theological test upon the 
Sovereign which was not at present im- 
posed by law. In the Coronation Oath 
the Sovereign swore to maintain the Pro- 
testant religion as by law established—to 
maintain it, not to belong to it. The 
Sovereign also declared that he would 
maintain the Church of Scotland as by 
law established. Whether it was wise or 
not, the Amendment would certainly in- 
troduce a new test. 


On Question, their Lordships divided : 
-——Contents, 14: Non-contents, 79. 
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NOT-CONTENTS. 


Canterbury, L. Abp. | Selborne, E. 
Spencer, E. 
Halsbury, E. (ZL. Chancellor.) 


Devonshire, D. (Z. President.) | Verulam, E. 


Salisbury, M. (L. Privy Seal.) | Waldegrave, E. 
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Wellington, D. 
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| Knutsford, V. 
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| Ashbourne, L. 
Bateman, L. 


Crewe, E. 

Dartrey, E. | Belper, L. 
Dudley, E. | Churchill, L. 
Eldon, E. Cloneurry, L. 
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Haddington, E. 
Davey, L. 


Hardwicke, E. 

Howe, E. 

Leven and Melville, E. 
Mayo, E. 

Northbrook, E. 

Onslow, E. 

Portsmouth, E. 


*Viscount LLANDAFF was proceeding 
tomove an Amendment standing in his 
name, when—— 


Dunboyne, L. 
Glenesk, L. 
| Hampton, L. 
| Harris, L 


Ear SPENCER, rising to a point of 
order, asked whether it was not tanta- 
mount to Lord Halifax’s Amendment 
which had just been disposed of. 


*Viscount LLANDAFF - said his 
Amendment contained a repudiation of 
all doctrines opposed to or inconsistent 
with the tenets of the Church of Eng- 
land, which was wanting in Lord Halifax’s 
Amendment. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH held that both | 


Amendments were identical. Lord Hali- 
fax’s Amendment affirmed the doctrines 
of the Church of England and Lord 
Llandaff’s rejected all doctrines opposed 
to the tenets of the Church of Eugland. 
There was no difference between them. 


Tut CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | 


(The Earl of Morey) expressed the 
opinion that the two Amendments were 
not precisely the same, and that the 
noble and learned Viscount was quite in 
order. 


*Viscount LLANDAFF said his 
Amendment repudiated not only all ex- 


clusively Roman Catholic doctrines, but 


Vane, E. (MM. 


Frankfort de Montmorency, 


Winchester, L. Bp. 
Addington, L. 


Belhaven and Stenton, L. 
[ Teller. ] 


De Saumarez, L. 


Hawkesbury, L. 


James, L. 
Kenyon, L. 
Kinnaird, L. 
Kintore, L. (£. Kintore.) 
| Langford, L. 
Lawrence, L. 
Lindley, L. 
Ludlow, L. 
Macnaghten, L. 
Monckton, L. 
Monkswell, L. 
Montagu of Beaulieu, L. 
Ponsonby, L. (E. Bessborough.) 
Raglan, L. 
Rathmore, L. 
| Rayleigh, L. 
Reay, L. 
| Ribblesdale, L. 
Robertson, L. 
St. Oswald, L. 
Seaton, L. 
Southampton, L. 
Stalbridge, L. 
Templemore, L. 
| Tweedmouth, L. 
Ventry, L. 
| Welby, L. 
Wimborne, L. 
Windsor, L. 


Londonderry.) 


[ Teller. ] 


(V. Galway.) 


Mahommedan doctrines, Buddhist doc 
trines, and the doctrines of Mormons and 
other sects ; and after the statement of 
the noble Lord opposite (Lord Tweed- 
mouth) he submitted that that was not 
unimportant. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 10, to leave out from ‘ that’ 
to ‘and’ in line 17, and to insert ‘I do un- 
feignedly believe in the doctrines of the Church 
as by law established in this Realm; and I 
do reject all doctrines opposed to, or incon- 


sistent with, the tenets of that Church.’ ”— 
(Viscount Llandaff.) 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 
*TuE Lorp Bishop or SALISBURY 


moved to leave out the words “I do 
believe that in the Sacrament of the 


| Lord’s Supper there is not any transub- 


stantiation of the elements of bread and 
wine into the body and blood of Christ at 
or after the consecration thereof by any 
person whatsoever,” in order to insert the 
words in his Amendment. They were, as 
a matter of fact, making a new declara- 
tion. No doubt the Committee were 
limited by their reference, but their Lord- 
ships’ House was not so limited. They 
were discussing not a reference, but a 
Bill, and the Bill imposed a new declara- 
tion on the Sovereign. There could be no 
doubt that the declaration would be held 
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all over the world to be, not a mere 
modification of something that already 
existed, but the actual mind of the Legis- 
lature at the present day. Surely it was 
better to reject the doctrine of transub- 
stantiation in one word than to use all the 
cumbrous and painful detail which was in 
the original declaration. No doubt it was 
offensive to some, but it was as necessary 
as ever that the Sovereign should reject 
the doctrines of the Church of Rome on 
the supremacy, infallibility, and dispensing 
power of the Pope. 


Royal Declaration 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 1, line 10, to leave out from ‘be- 
lieve’ to ‘whatsoever’ in line 14, and to 
insert ‘in the Gospel of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and assent to the doctrine of the 
Church as by law established in this realm, 
and reject the doctrines of the Church of 
Rome on the supremacy, infallibility, and dis- 
pensing power of the Pope and on transubstan- 
tiation.’ ”—(The Lo: d<Bishop of Salisbury.) 


THe Marevess or SALISBURY: 
My Lords, the great fallacy which under- 
lies the reasoning of the right reverend 
Prelate is that he will proceed on the 
assumption that we are employed in 
making a new declaration. If we were, I 
think it is very possible that the declara- 
tion which appears in this Bill would not 
be the form we should elect to keep. 
But the object of appointing the Com- 
mittee was that we should only take out 
those offensive expressions against which 
our Roman Catholic brethren complained, 
and leave the declaration in such a form 
as to give adequate security for the 
Protestant succession to the Crown. It 
was not to be a new declaration, but the 
old declaration cleared of certain super- 
fluities and defects. That being the case, 
it is impossible that we can accompany 
the right rev. Prelate in his range over 
Roman Catholic doctrines, selecting such 
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as he desires should be mentioned and 
putting aside those he does not desire to 
notice. As an abstract matter, I agree 
that the power claimed by the Pope, both 
temporarily and spiritually, is one of the 
most important subjects which, in this 
behalf, could engage our attention, and if 
we were making a new declaration | 
should not differ from the right rey. 
Prelate in thinking that at all events it 
would be a matter we ought very care- 
fully to consider. But, if we are to enter 
upon the consideration of doctrines not 
mentioned in the present declaration, an 
entirely new range of subjects will be 
opened up. I do not think the reference 
to transubstantiation is quite as felici- 
tously expressed as I should have been 
glad to see it, but we are restrained by 
the reference to the Committee from 
making any change which is not necessary 
for the purpose of striking out something 
which, to our eye, is a subject of just 
offence to our Roman Catholic fellow- 
subjects. 
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*THE Lorp Bishop or SALISBURY 
enquired whether, in the event of his 
Amendment being negatived, it would be 
possible for him to again move a portion 
of the Amendment at a later stage. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: It 
is perfectly open to the right rev. Prelate 
at a later stage to renew any portion of 
his Amendment if he pleases. Of course, 
I am not pledging the House to the 
support of it, but it is quite open to him 
to bring it before the House again. 


On Question, Whether the words pro- 
posed to be left out shall stand part of 
the clause, 


House divided :—Contents, 77; Non- 
contents, 6. 
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Kintore. ) 


(V. Galway.) 


aulieu, L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Canterbury, L. Abp. 
Cross, V 


Gage, L. (V. 
*THe Lorp BisHop or SALIS- 
BURY proposed an Amendment substi- 
“invocation of 


tuting the expression 
saints” for “invocation of the Virgin 


Mary or any other saint.” This was the 
phrase used in the XXII. Article of 
Religion of the Church of England. He 
said “his desire was to withdraw words 
which might needlessly oftend their 
Catholic fellow-subjects. The blessed 
Virgin Mary always occupied the position 
of a saint, and to single the Virgin Mary 
out in this way was offensive. His Amend- 
ment would not in any way weaken the 
efficacy of the declaration. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn line 14, to leave out from ‘ invocation 
of’ to ‘saint’ and to insert ‘saints.’ ’’—(The 
Lord Bishop of Salisbury.) 


EarL SPENCER: I hope the noble 
Marquess will not agree to the right 
rev. Prelate’s Amendment, which I 
consider would be one of a very danger- 
ous character. If there is one question 


about which feeling is strong among 
Protestants in this country it is the 
invocation of the Virgin Mary. If this 


special reference is omitted, as proposed, 
the inference will be that it is done in 
order that certain persons should be able 
to invoke the Virgin Mary. I therefore 
most strongly protest against the Amend- 
ment. 


*THE Lorp Bishop oF SALISBURY 
repudiated this interpretation of his 
Amendment. He pointed out that the 
doctrine of the Church of England only 
denied to the Vi irgin Mary w hat it denied 
to any other saint. 


On question, Amendment negatived. 


Salisbury, L. Bp. 
Gage.) 


Robertson, L. 
Stanmore, L. 


[ Teller. ] 
[Teller.] 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN pro 
posed an Amendment omitting the expres- 
sion “as they are now used in the Church 
of Rome.” He said that words such 
as “ transubstantiation” had a common 
and well-known meaning, and it was not 
necessary to mention the Church of Rome 
by name. The adoption of his Amend- 
ment would prevent any offence to mem- 
bers of the Roman Catholic Church. 


Amendment moved-— 

“Tn page 1, line 15, to leave out from ‘as’ 
to ‘ Rome’ in line 16.”—(The Earl of Camper- 
down.) 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
am afraid the Amendment would be held 
generally to have a very different ten- 
dency from that intended by the noble 
Karl. I hardly think that members of 
the Church of Rome would feel injured 
by the use of an expression indicating to 
what doctrines the declaration referred. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN : 
They said so the other night. 


THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY : Did 
they ? 


THE EArt or CAMPERDOWN: I 
think they said they objected to be men- 
tioned. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
There are no doubt persons in the 
Church of England who say that the 
various things there mentioned are objec- 
tionable if they are practised as in the 
Church of Rome, but there is another 
form of practice, based on other authori- 
ties, which they hold themselves perfectly 
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justified in adhering to without admitting 


that they are following the doctrines of | 


the Church of Rome. I do not wish to 
allow myself to be betrayed into any sort 


of theological controversy, but I think | 


the noble Lord would find that the change 
would do more to arouse Protestants than 
to soothe Roman Catholics. I would 
prefer that the words of the declaration 
should remain as in the Bill. 


THE DvuKE oF NORFOLK said that 
it would be more agreeable to Catholics 
that the specific reference to them should 
be omitted. 


THE Eart oF PORTSMOUTH saw 
no objection to the omission of the words 
“as they are now used in the Church of 
Rome,” and expressed the hope, after 
what had been said by the noble Duke, 
that the noble Earl would divide the 
House on his Amendment. 


Lorp BRAYE said that if the words 
“fas now used in the Church of Rome” 
were retained, they should, in all fairness, 
also insert the words “ and as used in the 
Church of Russia,” because the doctrine 
of the Russian Church was identical. 


THE EARL oF CAMPERDOWN said 
he would not put the House to the trouble 
of a division. He gathered from the 
speech of the noble Marquess that there 
was such a thing as an English version of 
the Sacrifice of the Mass. 

THE MARQUESS SALISBURY : 
Hear, hear. 


OF 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN : If 
the clergyman of a Church which I 
attended proposed to celebrate the 
Sacrifice of the Mass, there would be 
something said. 


THE MarQuess oF SALISBURY: I 
did not say it was common, but that I 
believed the phenomenon existed. 

On Question, Amendment negatived. 

Clause 1 agreed to. 

Clause 2 agreed to. 

Bill reported, without amendment ; | 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill | 
to be read 34 on Monday next. 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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‘through under twelve months. 





Amendment Bill. 


LARCENY BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 
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PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL [a.1}, 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE SECRETARY To THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (The Earl of DUDLEY): My 
Lords, this is a short one-clause Bill 
which we are anxious, if possible, to pass 
this session in order to redeem some 
pledges made by the English delegates at 
the last conference at Brussels on the 
patent law. The object of the Bill is 
quite simple, and, briefly, it is this. At 
the present time an arrangement exists 
by which reciprocal protection is given 
to inventors in this country and certain 
who entered into a 


union with us. If an English inventor 


'in this country applies for a patent on 


Ist January, and if he applies within a 


| period of seven months either in France 


or in any other country in the Union, the 
priority of his patent dates from his 
original application here. Unfortunately, 
however, at the present time neither 
Germany nor Austria are in the Union, 
one of the reasons for their declining to 
enter it being that the period of seven 
months is too short a time in those 
countries to meet the requirements of 
their patent law. In Germany there is 
what is called a “search for novelty”; 
that is to say, when an inventor applies 
for a patent a search is made in order 


‘that it may be discovered whether his 


invention is in reality novel or not, and 
upon that search the granting of the 
patent eventually depends. That search 
takes some time, and it is impossible, in 
countries where it is made, to get the patent 
We 
therefore propose in this Bill to extend 
the period to twelve months, a proposal 


| which is in accordance with the unani- 


| Chief Justice was a member. 


}mous recommendation made by a Com- 


mittee presided over by Sir Edward Fry 
last year, and of which the present Lord 
I beg to 


'move the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 


| 94 (The Earl of Dudley.) 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 


| accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
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mittee of the Whole House to-morrow ;} morrow (The Lord President [D. Devon- 
and Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be | shire}). (No. 184.) 
considered in order to its being dispensed | 
with. | House adjourned at twenty-five 
| minutes past Eight of the clock, 
ROYAL TITLES BILL [u.1.]. | en Eleven of the 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading | 
read. | 


| sabia 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 34.” | 
—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) | 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


| Thursday, ist August, 1901. 
Ear SPENCER: My Lords, I think | 
Imay congratulate the noble Marquess | 
on having got his Bill through this House | PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
in much smoother waters than was the | 
case with the Bill of 1876. I hope that | f 
in another place the same happy result; METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 


may follow. I take for granted that the | ; AL. 

Bill, while it alters the style of His | Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
Majesty’s title as regards “King,” and | agreed to. 

extends it to the colonies, maintains the 

style of “‘ Emperor ” in India exactly as it ARLESEY GAS BILL [Lords]. 


ns 1 Ec 
was. I hope the noble Marquess will be | BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [Lords], 


able to tell us that no serious changes | ype , 
will be made with regard to the use of Read the third time, and passed, with 
| an Amendment. 


those terms. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY:) DOVER CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
I have pleasure in repeating that no/| ., oe ete ane 
alteration will be made by this Bill in the | ESSTON AND =a. 
use of the term “Emperor.” What way . ; 
be the case with respect to the use of the HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
term “ King of the British Dominions” | BOARD BILL [Lords] 
Iwill not undertake to say. I repeat} SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
what I said the other evening—that, | sour EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT. 
owing to the state of public opinion on!” yy4\, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
the subject, it is not wise te multiply) [Lords}. 
these engagements, but I’ cannot help’ Read the third time, and passed, with 
thinking that the noble Earl is burning | 4 |. endments ; 
his incense on a forgotten altar when ~ - 
he stipulates for a continuance of the | ; ~~ aks 
term “ Emperor.” | CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My noble RAILWAY BILL [Lords}. 
friend merely meant that the word) As amended, considered; to be read 
“Emperor ” should be strictly confined to | the third time. 


India. 

THE Marquess or SALISBURY: RIPON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
“Emperor” will continue to be used in| As amended, considered; a Clause 
accordance with the pledge that has| added; Amendments made ; Bill to be 
already been given. | read the third time. 

On Question, agreed to; Bill read 3¢) . 
accordingly, and passed, and sent to the) TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
‘ | (No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 

Commons. . 
Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. | visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 

Brought from the Commons. Read 12; lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

to be printed; and to be read 24 to- | Bill to be considered to-morrow. 
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TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 

(No. 4) BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Returns, 


Bill to be considered to-morrow. 
BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND | 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PROVISIONAL | 
(LONDON) 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 

Reported with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie | 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
(No. 2) Bill, without amendment. 

That they have agreed to Cromer 
Water Bill; Shipley Improvement Bill, 
with Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amend- 
ments to Stockport Corporation Water 
Bill [Lords]; Central London Railway 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Dover Harbour 
Bill [Lords]; South Esse: Water Bill 
[Lords]; Great Southern and Western 
Railway Bill [Lords], without amend- 
ment. 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT 
ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Kirriemuir ; 
and Perthshire ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 


BILL. 
Two petitions from Liverpool against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, 
CONCILIATION ACT, 1896. 
Paper [presented 31st July] to be) 
printed. [No. 296.] 


ETC. 





‘upon the Table. 
| 
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WINTER ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 anv 1877. 

Copy presented, of seven Orders in 
Council of the 24th July, 1901, relating 
to the ensuing Winter Assizes [by Act]; 


Reports, &. 


to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894, AND 
MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) ACT, 1898. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of the 24th July, 1901, altering the 
Scale, Rules, and Exemptions for the 
purpose of levying Light Dues under 
the Merchant Shipping (Mercantile 
Marine Fund) Act, 1898 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN DESERTERS ACT, 1852, AND 
MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 

of the 24th July, 1901, revoking Orders 

in Council relating to Merchant Seamen 

Deserters of the Republics of Chili and 

Nicaragua, the Kingdom of Madagascar, 

the Regency of Tunis, and the Kingdom 

of Hawaii [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of the 24th July 1901, providing for the 
exercise of His Majesty's jurisdiction 
in the Lagos Protectorate [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of the 24th July 1901, entitled the 
Brunei Order in Council, 1901 [by Act]; 


‘to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of the 24th July, 1901, entitled the 
Wei-hai-wei Order in Council, 1901 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTORS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 12th July; Mr. Talbot]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 297.] 
COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 

COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 

Annual Account presented, of Receipts 
and Disbursements for the year ended 
31st December, 1900 [by Act]; to lie 
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SEA AND COAST FISHERIES FUND UES Ng 
(IRELAND) (NON-CONGESTED DIS- QUESTIONS. 
TRICTS) | as 


Account airgap for the year ended wy Figg 
3lst December, 1900 [by Act]; to lie ING OF GODEFROY. 
upon the Table. Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether in the case of the killing of Gode- 
froy at St. Helena an investigation be- 
fore a coroner was demanded by the Boer 
prisoners, which demand was refused ; 
and, if so, can he state why it was refused ; 
whether at the military inquiry which 
did take place the friends of Godefroy 
TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS were represented, ard whether his 
SERIES). representatives were allowed to cross- 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and examine the military witnesses ; whether 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, the committee of Boer prisoners who 
No. 562 [by Command]; to lie upon the communicated with the Governor in 
Table. reference to this incident have sent in 
any statement ; and, if so, whether such 
QUEEN'S COLLEGE (BELFAST). statement was considered by the court 
which conducted the inquiry; and 
Copy presented, of Annual Report whether he will allow the Member for 
of the President for 1900-1901 [by | East Mayo to have access to any corre- 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. spondence which has passed between 
the Camp Committee, the Governor, 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE By 224 the President of the Court in refer- 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. ence to the shooting of Godefroy, and to 
the official record of the proceedings of 
the Court. In asking the question 
which stands in my name, perhaps I 
/may be permitted to express my pro- 
found sympathy with the Secretary of 
State for War in the grievous loss he 
has sustained. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 

COUNTY COURT VALUERS THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
(IRELAND). Lancashire, Westhoughton): I thank 

the hon. Member for his expression of 
sympathy—an expression which, | am 
sure, will meet with approval in all parts 
of the House. With regard to the 
question on the Paper, the report called 
for has not yet arrived. 1am not there- 
fore in a position to answer the question. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual series, Nos. 
2675 and 2676 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Royal University of Ireland.—Copy 
of Account of Receipts and Expenditure 
of the Royal University of Ireland for 
the year ended 31st March, 1901, together 
with the report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; 
tobe printed. [No. 298.] 


Return ordered, “ of the names, quaii- 
fications, and remuneration of the gentle- 
men employed as county court valuers 
during the three years ended the 31st 
day of Mareh, 1901, pursuant to Section 
32 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887, 
in the following form :—({1) name ; (2) 
date of nomination pursuant to Section SUGGESTED GRANT TO SIR REDVERS 
32 of the Act of 1887; (3) residence at | BULLER. 
date of nomination ; (4) localityin which} yrp DILLON: I beg to ask the First 
practical experience of land acquired; [ord of the Treasury whether it is 
(9) W here educated ; (6) previous occu- | intended to propose any grant of money 
pation ; (7) acreage of land farmed ; | ‘to Sir R. Buller on account of his 
(8) whether held as owner or tenant ; >} services in South Africa; and, if not, 


9) what other experience g 
eh I ein agriculture ; | will he say why no such proposal is made. 
(10) what ex ‘perience in valuing, mapping | | 


and surveying; (11) remuneration.”— | Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 
(Mr. Jordan.) ‘fast, S.): Before the right hon. Gentle- 
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see that the services of this gallant 
general are not undervalued because 
he is recommended by the hon. Member 
for East Mayo ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Barour, Manchester, 


E.): We have no proposal to make on | 


the subject. 


Mr. DILLON: Are we to understand 
that no grant is to be made to Sir R. 
Buller at any period, and will the right 
hon. Gentleman kindly answer the 
concluding portion of my question ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards 
the concluding part, I do not think 
that it is a fit subject to be discussed here. 


Mr. DILLON : The right hon. Gentle- | 


man has not answered even the first 
part of my question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has answered it, 
and he says he has no proposal to make 
on the subject. 


Mr. DILLON : That is not an answer. 
I beg to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he intends to propose any 
grant. The question I put is not exactly 
in the form in which it appears on the 


Table. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have no 


preposal to make. 


Mr. DILLON: Does that apply to 
the future as well as to-day ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Sir, proposals 


always refer to the future. 


MAJOR-GENERAL BADEN POWELL — 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state what date General 
Sir Baden Powell applied for leave of 
absence, on what date the leave was 
granted, and on what day General Sir 
Baden Powell sailed from South Africa. 


Mr. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Major-General Baden 


{COMMONS} 


man answers, may I ask if he will kindly | 





Questions, 


Powell applied for leave on Ist July 
_and sailed on 5th July. I telegraphed 
to Lord Kitchener on the 4th July 
authorising the grant of leave. 


Mr. DILLON: Am I to understand 
| that General Baden Powell sailed before 
| he obtained leave ? 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir, 
‘certainly not. He sailed on the 5th; 
leave was given on the 4th. 


TRANSVAAL PASS AND GOLD LAWS. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean), who had on the 
Paper the following question: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, seeing that the Pass Law of the 
Transvaal has been repealed by procla- 
mation, dated Monday last, at Pretoria, 
he can state what is the extent of the 
abolition of the punishment of flogging 
apparently announced by the same 
proclamation, and whether the labour 
clause of the last Gold Act has been left 
unrepealed, said he would not put the 
question, as it had been altered at the 
Table into a form which was incorrect. 
He would ask, instead, whether, under 
the Proclamation, flogging was abolished 
both under the Pass Law and under the 
Gold Law ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have laid 


'on the Table, at the request of the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire, a statement giving a full 
account of the law in force under the old 
Republic. It will be seen that the 
laws are extremely complicated, and 
question is made still more difficult by the 
fact that the laws themselves were very 
imperfectly and, in some cases, corruptly 
administered ; so that the actual state of 
the case is not perfectly clear. It is 


| evident that the whole question must be 


carefully revised, and that revision will, 
I hope, result in placing the law on a 
satisfactory and intelligible footing, but, 
of course, it cannot take place until Lord 
Milner has returned to South Africa. 
He has been directed to make it one of the 
earliest objects of his investigation to 
examine the effect of this law and its 
working, and to make suggestions. In 


the meantime, I thought I was justified 
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in telegraphing to the Attorney General 
to inquire whether the punishment of 





abolished. 
telegram, and I gather from it that 
flogging is no longer to be allowed for 
being without a pass or for breach of 
contract, or for any offence under either 
the Pass Law or Gold Law, except those 
specified in Section 18 of the Pass Law 
relating to the fraudulent use of passes 
by natives. I have fully discussed this 
difficult and complicated matter with 
Lord Milner, who will deal with it on his 
arrival in South Africa, and will consider 
whether there is any sufficient reason for 
retaining the penalty in the case of 
offences under Section 18 of the Pass Law. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I have to thank the 
right hon. Gentleman for his courtesy in 
laying Papers on the Table. May I ask 
whether the Pass Law now in force has 
been in point of fact invalid, but has been 
revived by a proclamation of the British 
Government. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman to sug- 
gest that it is in force now as an enact- 
ment of the British Government. I am 





not perfectly clear on that subject myself, 
but what I believe is the case is that, with 
the exception of the flogging clauses, the 
old Pass Law of the Transvaal is in force 
under proclamation by the _ British 
Government; and, as I have already 
stated, the whole of this law will be care- 
fully reviewed as soon as Lord Milner 
gets back to South Africa. In the 
meantime, it is necessary to have some 
law, and the old law has therefore been 
re-enacted. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I will 
not press the subject, as I believe we shall! 
have an opportunity of discussing the 
matter on the Estimate for the Civil 
Administration of the Transvaal, and | 
hope by then the right hon. Gentleman 
will be able to tell us what he intends 
to do. 


“Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
May I ask whether, when the laws 
affecting natives are under consideration, 
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flogging was, in his opinion, necessary or 
justifiable, and if not, that it should be | 
I have received from him a | 
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| the right hon. Gentleman would consider 
‘the prevention of any such compound 


system as now exists at Kimberley. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I think the 
| question is rather premature. I have 
already stated that the whole matter will 
| be reviewed by Lord Milner when he goes 
back, and until I have his report I am 
unwilling to make any statement on the 
subject. 


SOUTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state who is now in 
command of the South African Con- 
stabulary; whether the South African 
Constabulary are acting as a military 
force ; and whether it is at the disposal 
of Lord Kitchener. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In the 
absence of the Inspector-General, the 
Constabulary is commanded by the chief 
staff officer, Colonel J. S. Nicholson, 
D.S.O. The Constabulary acts as a 
military force in time of war, and as such 
is under the directions of the Commander- 
in-Chief. 


RECRUITS FOR SERVICE IN SOUTH 
AFRICA—MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS. 
CapTaIn NORTON (Newington, W.) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

War whether it has been brought to 

his notice that the last batch of Police 

and Yeomanry recruits were of such a 

low standard from a medical point of 

view that a number of them went 
into hospital suffering from ailments 
of different kinds, including phthisis, 
shortly after they had landed in South 

Africa, and whether he can give any 

explanation of the fact that these men 

succeeded in passing the medical examin- 
ation. 


Lorp STANLEY: Reports have 
reached me that a number of the last 
batch of Imperial Yeomanry have been 
at various times admitted to hospital in 
South Africa, and I have telegraphed 
for a full report. 


CAPTAIN NORTON: The noble Lord 





has not answered the latter part of my 








843 Questions, 


{COM) 


question. He has not explained how 
these men succeeded in passing the! 
medical examination. 


Lorp STANLEY: I must wait till I 


see the report. 


Captain NORTON: Surely that has 
no bearing on the report from South 
Africa. The question is whether the, 
recruits were properly examined by the | 


Army Medical Department prior to 
their departure. 

{ 

Lorp STANLEY: When we know 


the complaints for which these men 
were admitted into hospital we shall be 
better able to judge whether any blame 
attaches to the Medical Department. 





[ONS} 


Questions, 


COST OF THE WAR. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnaryon 
| Boroughs): I beg to ask the Finaneia] 
Secretary to the War Office whether he 
can state what was the total cost of the 
war from 31st March last up to the 
present, and what the weekly cost of 
the war was during July. 
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Lorp STANLEY: The approximate 
expenditure on the war in South Africa 
from Ist April to 31st July amounted to 
£25,750,000, but this includes large pay- 
ments in April chargeable against the 
accounts of the preceding year. The 
approximate weekly cost during July 
was £1,250,000. 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH 
: = - 7 HIGHLANDERS. 
*Str CHARLES DILKE: Will the weak 
noble Lord make inquiry as to whether Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
there is reason to suspect that a large beg to ask the Secretary of State for War, 


number passed the various tests in 
other people’s names. 

Lorp STANLEY : I could not answer 
that offhand. 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS — COMFORTS 
FOR THE BOER REFUGEES. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has, been directed to the fact 
that consignments of goods sent on in 
April last by the Dutch Committee for | 
the use of women and children in prison } 
camps, and directed to Nurse Bokkes, 
Refugee Camp, Winburg, Orange Free 
State, were on 30th June still lying at 
Port Elizabeth, and whether he will 
telegraph instructions to have the goods 
immediately sent on. 


Lord STANLEY: Inquiries were 
addressed to South Africa at the end of | 
June, and the General Officer at Cape 
Town promised to look into the matter, 
and take the necessary measures for | 
forwarding on the consignment. 

Mr. DILLON: Will the noble Lord 
now kindly make inquiry as to whether 
the consignment has gone on ? 

LorpD STANLEY: No. The General 


Officer Commanding gave his distinct 
promise to look into the matter, and I 





having regard to the fact that in response 
toa _Tequest by the officer commanding 
the 72nd Regime ntal District to arrange 
for the conveyance by a special steamer 
on the 11th June of the Lewis section of 
the Seaforth Highlanders (600) from 
Kyle of Lochalsh to Stornoway, Mr, 
M‘Brayne provided a steamer which was 
not only unable to carry little more than 
half the number, but was also deficient 
in shelter accommodation, with the 
result that Private Macaulay, of Brager, 
Island of Lewis, died from exposure to 
the weather, while others have been 
invalided ; will care be taken that a 
steamer affording suitable protection 
against the weather is provided should 
it be found necessary to again convey 
His Majesty’s forces to and from Storno- 
way. 


Lorp STANLEY : 


not be lost sight of. 


The matter will 


SOLDIERS’ MESSING ALLOWANCES. 
*CoLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of relaxing the 
conditions under which messing allow- 
ance is not granted to private soldiers 
unless they have attained the age of 
nineteen years, have been a full period 


of six months under training, exclusive 
think that is enough. | of days of absence and days in hospital, 
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and have during the period of such | 
training made satisfactory progress. 


| 

Lorp STANLEY: The matter has | 
been carefully considered, and there | 
would appear to be no justification for 
relaxing the regulations. 


{1 August 1901} 
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ROYAL GARRISON REGIMENTAL 
OFFICERS. 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in the terms 
offered to officers of the Reserve to join 


| the Royal Garrison regiments, there was 


| no mention of a time limit of service, so 


CAVALRY FIELD SERVICE WEIGHTS. 
*CoLONEL LEGGE: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
steps have been or are being taken to 
reduce the weight of 18st. 10} lbs., 
19st. 84bs., and 20st. 44 lbs. carried on 
field service by the horses of the light, 
medium, and heavy cavalry respectively. 


| that officers joined in the belief that they 
could serve up to the age of fifty-five, as 


laid down in the Royal Warrant, and in 
many cases furnished themselves with 
colonial outfits; whether such officers 
have now been informed that they have 


‘only an engagement for one year, with 


power of renewal ; and whether, seeing 
that no statement has yet been made 


/as to the prospect of promotion of such 


Lorp STANLEY : In South Africa the 
weights have been reduced to a mini- 
mum. Inthe United Kingdom no final 
decision has been arrived at, but this 
question is receiving careful considera- | 
tion in view of our recent experiences. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): May I ask if the noble Lord 
is aware that the riding weight of the 
American cavalry is some 2 stone or 
3 stone less than our own ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


TRAINING OF ARMY TEACHERS. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the different condi- | 
tions which obtain in civil elementary | 
schools, and to prevent certificated 
teachers being misled thereby, para- 
graphs can be inserted in the instructions 
for the guidance of candidates for ad- 
mission into the Army as schoolmasters, 
to inform intending candidates what 
are the hours of duty on joining at. 
Aldershot, that evening school work is | 
compulsory upon Army schoolmasters, | 
and that such evening school work does 
not carry any extra pay. 


Lorp STANLEY: Candidates join | 
for a year’s probation at Aldershot, where | 
they have full opportunity of learning 
the conditions of service as Army school- 
masters, and where they have the option 
of leaving on giving three months notice. 
The suggestion will, however, receive | 
consideration. 


| 
| 


officers, it is intended that they shall 


continue to serve in the ranks they now 


hold, or be promoted in due course, 
if fit. 

Lorp STANLEY: The services of 
Reserve officers when called up for em- 


| ployment can be dispensed with when 
they are no longer required, but, in order 


to give the officers doing duty with the 
Royal Garrison regiments some fixity 


/of tenure, a year was fixed as the mini- 
/mum period of their employment. 
however, is not necessarily the maximum. 


This, 


In the event of any vacancies taking 
place in the regiments, they will be filled 
either from the Reserve or by regimental 
promotion, at the discretion of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: Were the 
officers told of the limit on joining ? 


Lorp STANLEY: They certainly 


‘ought to have been told, and I have no 


reason to suppose that they had not the 
information. 


WOKING ARTILLERY BARRACKS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 


‘of State for War, seeing that land re- 


quired in connection with the conversion 
of Woking Prison into an artillery barrack 
was offered for £2,533, but owing to the 
Treasury Solicitor failing to understand 


‘the War Office instructions to purchase, 


delay occurred which resulted in the land 
being ultimately secured by arbitration 
at a cost of £6,800, will he say by whom 
the War Office instructions were pre- 
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pared ; and whether, in future, care will | ferently from other men of their battalion, 
be taken to place work of this character | It is within the power of these men to 
in the hands of competent persons. | remit their pay or a portion of it for the 
| | support of their families. 

Lorp STANLEY : It is to be regretted | 
that, owing to]a misunderstanding, the) Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
delay mentioned should have oceurred.|S.): Why are not these — — 
Steps have, however, been taken to pre- | in the same way as the C.I.V.’s 
vent any similar occurrence in the! 
future. | IRISH BARRACK CONT : 

| ! K CONTRACTS. 


, 
| Mr. TULLY : I beg to ask the Financial 
PIERSHILL BARRACKS, EDINBURGH. | Secretary to the War Office whether his 
Mr. WEIR: & beg to ask the Secretary | attention has been drawn to the fact 
of State for War whether he is aware | that the Department has received from 
that the principal medical officer for the | Michael Dalton, contractor for artificers’ 
Scottish district reports that the bath) work in Boyle, Sligo, and Carrick bar. 
accommodation at  Piershill barracks, | racks, a detailed statement, dated 25th 
Edinburgh, is still insufficient, and will | July, as to the methods employed against 
he state whether any action has yet been | him in the fulfilment of his contract ; 
taken in the matter. | whether these statements have been in- 
| quired into by any independent officer ; 
Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. No such | and, if so, with what result. 
report has been made. | 


| Lorp STANLEY: No such statement 
Mr. WEIR: If the noble Lord will have | has reached the War Office. 

the goodness to look at the report he w ill 

see that my question is absolutely correct.| Mr. TULLY: When the statement 


| reaches the War Office will it be inquired 


Lorp STANLEY : I asked in Scotland | into, as it makes very strong charges ? 


if such a report had been made, and was | 


answered in the negative. Lorp STANLEY : Any question there 


| may be between this contractor and the 

Mr. WEIR: I will give the noble Lord | military authorities will be decided by 
further information. ‘the General Officer commanding. If 
there is to be decentralisation at all, we 
cannot possibly interfere with the discre- 


5 BATTALION CONNAUGHT 
Sea BAT : ‘tion of the general officer commanding. 


RANGERS. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to | Mr. TULLY: If this man is treated 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War | wrongly, will he get no redress ? 

Office whether he is aware that John P 

Tighe and Michael Tighe, natives of} Tory STANLEY : No, Sir, he will not. 
Elphin, have been detained for one year 

and eight months in South Africa as | iii alltiitaiiin sin tins ‘anni 
members of the Militia Reserve of the ; Rae Ge bervace uaa 
5th Battalion of the Connaught Rangers ; 

and whether, as these men were the bread| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
winners for their parents and a family of | dee) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
eight, who are now in destitution in | for War whether the boy Mellin, whose 
Elphin, he will take steps to have them | | release was decided on early last month, 
sent home from South Africa with the | has yet been set free ; and, if not, can he 
first batch of troops leaving there. | say why this has not been done. 

Lorp STANLEY : I am not aware that | Lorp STANLEY : In the early part of 
these men have been detained beyond the | July it was decided to release this soldier 
period of service for which they are/on the date on which he embarked for 
liable. The reasons given are not suffi-|South Africa. The draft with which 
cient to justify their being treated dif- | he will go leaves about the end of August. 
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Iam afraid that I misled the hon. Member | indirect gain to the prosperity of the 
ina reply on the spur of the moment toa| country and to the State revenues 
supplementary question.t from the construction of railways. 





INDIA—1HE STATE AND PRIVATE | SCINDE, PUNJAB, AND DELHI 
EDUCATIONAL ENTERPRISE. RAILWAY. 


Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire,| Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
Honiton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of |I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
State for India whether he can state | India if he is now able to say what 
what effect has been given by the local | action he proposes to take with regard 
governments in India to the Government | to the sum of money lying at the Bank 
of India’s resolution in the Quinquennial | of England to the credit of the Scinde, 
Review of Education, by Mr. F. S8.| Punjab, and Delhi Railway, which 
Cotton, published in the Gazette of | railway was taken over by the Govern- 
India, 4th November, 1899, for the | ment of India in 1886. 
clear determination of the relations | 


between private enterprise and the State.| *Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am in com- 


munication with the Treasury on this 
*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror | subject, but am not yet in a position to 

INDIA (Lord G. Hamittoy, Middlesex, | make any statement. 

Ealing): The resolution of the Govern- 

ment of India contained for the most part | 


; . “mee : : | (NDIAN ARMY—SERVICE BEYOND THE 
directions for further inquiry and report. | 
| 
| 


FRONTIER. 
I understand that local governments | > CAINE -T] ’ 

: Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
have submitted the reports called for ae ee 
° ° » c < U c . c 

‘ ‘ ese are Ww ) ri ae ‘ > 
ohm xt . "ee gt “3 the / number of troops, British and native, of 
consider: e Viceroy. ave . aes 
ice ses ailigy Wer« betigt 0 ithe Indian army are now on service 
not, however, received the final con- | , ee . 

: ; : / outside the frontiers of India, at each 
clusions of the Government on the ques- respective place at which prea pee 
° ° . » i) « C c y 
s discussed, which are of a very | : pee 
el bigest came patter | stationed, and what troops serving 
xtens es y ate hharac me ‘ Atman ora ri ns 
No new principle has, so far as I am |. — reap at cea 
sa ? : | and, if so, how soon. 
aware, been laid down regarding the | 
| 
| 
{ 
| 


relation between private enterprise and 
State expenditure on education, which swered a similar question addressed to me 
continues to be regulated by the prin-|},. the hon. Member on 18th Februaryt 
ciples accepted in the Report of the | last, the number of native troops serving 
Education Commission of 1883. | i ‘Cine tg Poe vininai he: aati 
9,000 men, and it will be further reduced. 
| Otherwise the figures I then gave 
Me. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint | remain substantially unaltered. The 
Boroughs) : On behalf of the hon. Mem- | British troops sent from India for service 
ber for West Denbighshire, I beg to ask |!” South Africa will, I hope, be replaced 
the Secretary of State for India whether | ” _ early date, but I “iL unable _ 
he will state what, up to the end of the | yet to say how soon that will take place. 
year 1900, was the amount of the arrears | 
due from the railway system of India to | COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. 
the general revenues of the country. | Sm WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
‘ ea | versity): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
Lorp G. HAMILTON : Up to the end | State for India whether the Board of 
of 1900 the total loss upon Indian rail- | Visitors of Coopers Hill College has 
ways was Rx.57,800,000; but in the| made any report since representatives 
financial year 1899-1900 there was 4/of the universities were added to the 
net gain of Rx.115,000. These figures | Board ; and, if so, whether he is prepared 
of course take no account of the immense | — 
| t See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. Ixxxix. 
+ See page 54. | page 303. 


VOL. XCVIII. (Fourtu Srnigs.] § 21 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: Since I an- 


‘INDIAN RAILWAY ARREARS. 
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to lay the report upon the Table before 


the discussion of the Indian Budget. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: A report has 
been submitted making various recom- 
mendations which are now under con- 
sideration. 1 will lay it on the Table 
as soon as possible together with a copy of 
a letter conveying my decision on the 
points raised. But the Papers will not 
be ready for publication for some time 
to come. 


PROVISION FOR SAILORS’ 


AND ORPHANS. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH  (Caithness- 
shire) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the Army Order of 
25th June, 1901, relating to pensions 
and compassionate allowances for the 
widows and children of soldiers killed in 
action will be followed by a Royal 
Warrant and instructions extending 
the same privileges to the Royal Navy. 


WIDOWS 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The answer to the hon. Member’s 
question is in the affirmative 


NAVAL OFFICERS AND THE ADORN- 
MENT OF BATTLESHIPS. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
his attention has been drawn to the fact 
that an average sum of £200 per annum 
is required to be spent by every com- 
mander of a battleship in the Medi- 
terranean and Channel Squadrons in 
painting and adorning his ship with 
materials such as gold leaf and enamel 
not supplied by the State, which expendi- 
ture does not add to the fighting offi- 
ciency of the fleet ; and whether, with 
the view of preventing the exclusion of 
officers not in possession of private means 
from the position of commander and 
first lieutenant in these squadrons, he 
will take steps to relieve commanders of 
this expepditrre. 

" 

MR. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Ad- 
miralty have no information as to the 
sums officers may expend upon the 
adornment of ships in excess of regula- 
tion requirements. Many officers do 
undoubtedly expend money on their 
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ships from taair private resources, but 
there is no reason to believe that the 
average is as high as that mentioned by 
the hon. Member. It is not proposed to 
prohibit the practice. At present the 
quantities of paint materials supplied to 
His Majesty’s ships are amply sufticient 
for all service purposes, and commanding 
officers are authorised to sanction the 
issue of special allowances whenever the 
necessities of the service make such a 
course desirable. 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY IN THE NAVY 
—SIGNALLING ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
during the recent French naval man- 
ceuvres in the Mediterranean the signals 
of the French Admiral, transmitted by 
wireless telegraphy, were received and 
read on board a British cruiser ; and, if 
so, whether the Admiralty have taken 
any precaution, for securing British 
messages from similar publicity in the 
French fleet. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : It is not 
apparent what public advantage is 
served by asking or answering such 
questions as that of the hon. Member. 
It*is the duty of the admirals and officers 
in command of British fleets and ships 
to take proper precautions to arrange 
for the confidential transmission of 
messages, and they spare no effort to 
perform their duty in this respect. 


Ww 

Mr. HARMSWORTH : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he has any information to the effect 
that wireless telegraphy is fitted on 
board fourteen French battleships now 
in the Mediterranean, while only three 
English battleships belonging to the 
Mediterranean Squadron are _ thus 
equipped. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Ad- 
miralty has no official information as to 
the extent to which wireless telegraphy 
is supplied to vessels of the French fleet, 
but the statement as made in the hon. 
Member’s question is believed to be in- 
correct. Seven British ships in the 
Mediterranean are now fitted with wire- 
less telegraphy. A large number of 


additional sets are now in course of 
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manufacture, and will be delivered at an | 
early date. 


aCCOUNTANT BRANCH OF THE NAVY. | 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg) 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 
whether the Admiralty have come to| 
any decision with regard to the claims of | 
the accountant branch of the Navy, 
which are understood to be under con- | 
sideration, for an improvement in status | 
and pay. | 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is | 
no present intention of making any | 
change in the status and pay of the | 
accountant branch of the Navy. | 

NEW ROYAL YACHT. | 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I beg! 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | * 
whether he can state when the Report |! 
on the construction of the Royal Yacht | 
will be laid upon the Table. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Re-' 
port of the Royal Yacht Committee is a 
Departmental Report, which, in the 
ordinary course, would not be presented 
to Parliament. The whole matter has 
been investigated, the responsibility 
traced, and the blame assigned to the 
proper persons. It is not proposed to 
lay the Report upon the Table. 


CHINA — FORTIFICATION OF THE 
FOREIGN LEGATIONS AT PEKING. 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 

W.R., Barnsley) : 

Seeretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 

in view of the fact that the Chinese) 

Commissioners negotiating with repre- | 

sentatives of the Powers in Peking have 

received an Imperial Edict protesting | 
against the excessive fortification of the 

Legations commanding the Imperial | 

City, and that this Edict is specially | 

directed against the high loopholed wall | 

and tunnels towards the Imperial City | 
wall which form part of the British Lega- 
tion works, 
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*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 


|\STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
L sdenageore CRANBORNE, Rochester) : 


We 
| have not received any information of 
a protest by the Chinese Government 
against the British Legation defence 
works. The scheme for the defence of 


ithe Legations was drawn up by the 


| military representatives of the Powers 
|in China, and the defence works of the 
British Legation are part of that general 
| plan. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Will the 


| noble Lord inquire by telegraph ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


BRITISH CONSULATE AT ODESSA. 


Mr. YOXALL : I beg to ask the Under 
apg of State for Foreign Affairs 
f he is now in possession of the facts 
with regard to the alleged removal of the 
| Britannic Consulate General at Odessa 


| from a central urban position to a distant 


suburb, which now necessitates journeys 
costing time and money to British ship- 
masters who enter and clear from the 
port ; and, if so, will he state the facts 
and the decision of the Foreign Office. 


* ViscounT CRANBORNE: It has been 
ascertained that the offices of the Consu- 


late General at Odessa were moved last 
- | month from their former position. 


More 
commodious premises were thus secured 
and better arrangements made for the 
conduct of official business. The extra 


| expense is reported as quite insignificant, 
I beg to ask the Under | 


and as regards time, the present drive 
from the Custom House is estimated 
at fifteen minutes as against eight 
minutes formerly. The position of Con- 
|sular Offices is governed by local con- 
siderations, and is not as a rule referred 
to the Foreign Office. 


TRUSTEE ACT, 1893—SUGGESTED 
AMENDMENT. 


Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 


whether His Majesty’s| shire, E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 


Government will avoid the danger of | the Exchequer whether he is aware that 


reprisals on British subjects in cities | 


resolutions have been passed from time 


‘them of any aggressive character. 





where such defences do not exist by limit-| to time by the County Councils Associa- 
ing the fortifications so as to deprive | tion, the Association of Municipa! Cor- 
| porations, the Urban District Councils 
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Act, 1893; and, seeing that there is a 


Act, 1898, and in view of his answer of 
the 13th March, 1900, whether he can 


investments will be amended on the 
lines suggested. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
SCHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 


with whom the initiative would rest, 
is desirous of proposing legislation on 


however, has made this impossible. 


MILLWALL FRUIT PRESERVING FAC- 
TORY—REPORT ON ACCIDENTS. 
4Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to a number of accidents 


factory at Millwall ; whether these acci- 
dents were officially reported to the Home 
Oftice ; and what steps he proposes to 
take to prevent such accidents in future. 


=* THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
Croydon): Yes, Sir; I am informed that 
there have been several accidents in the 
factory to which I understand my right 
hon. friend to refer, and that there have 
been some failures to comply with the 
requirements of the law as to reporting | 
the accidents. Proceedings have been | 
taken with the result, in one case, of con- 
victions and fines of £2 for each of the 
offences of not reporting and not regis- 
tering an accident; and another case 
is pending. The existing law appears to. 
meet the case, and every effort will, of | 
course, continue to be made to enforce it. | 


SHUNTING FATALITY ON THE NORTH 
BRITISH RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: IL beg to ask the President 

of the Board ot Trade whether he is aware 

that the report of the sub-inspector of | 


cipal Treasurers and Accountants in | 
favour of an amendment of the Trustee | 


precedent for the desired amendment | 
in the case of the Trusts (Scotland) | 


to girls employed in a fruit-preserving | 
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Association, and the Institute of Muni- | Gallagher, a goods guard, lost his life at 


now state when the law relating to trust | 


W.): Yes, Sir, I have received resolutions | 
of the nature described in the question. | 
I understand that the Lord Chancellor, | 


the matter. Other Government business, | 
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Maryhill, on the North British Railway, 
on the 5th November, 1900, through 
having fallen over a heap of rubbish in 
the four-foot way when about to couple 
two vehicles shunted into the siding ;. 
and will he ascertain whether the North 
British Railway Company have given 
effect to the recommendations of the 
sub-inspector that arrangements should 
'be made for the entire removal of the 
‘rubbish heaps from the paths the men 
have to use during shunting operations, 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLD BaLrour, Leeds, 
Central) : The sub-inspector in reporting 
on the fatal accident referred to pointed 
out that no one saw the occurrence, but 
that it was probably caused as stated by 
The North British 


'the hon. Member. 
Railway Company informed the Board of 
Trade in February last that instructions 


had been given with the view of securing 
that the yard in question should in future 


be kept, as far as possible, in a clean state. 


HIGHLAND MAIL STEAMER. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 


ot the Board of 


Trade, 


seeing that 


Mr. David M‘Brayne’s paddle steamer 
“Glencoe” is now fifty-four years old, 
having been built in 1847, is used for the 
conveyance of passengers through the 
exposed seas around the coasts of the 
Western Highlands and Islands, will he 
state when, where, and by whom she was 


last surveyed. 


Mr. GERALD 


BALFOUR: 


The 


steamer to which the hon. Member refers 
holds a Board of Trade passenger certi- 
ficate. She was last surveyed at Glasgow 
in June this year by one of the Board’s 


surveyors. 


Mr. WEIR: Is she not fifty-four years 


old ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


BOARD OF TRADE 


STAFF. 


CapTaIN NORTON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he can state how many appointments 
have been made in the Board of Trade 


railways on accidents shows that Peter during the last seven years to positions 
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ranking as higher division posts exclud- | Lone, Bristol, 8.): The question which 
ing those of a technical nature, how many has been under consideration relates to 
of such positions have been filled by the! the power of the Local Government 
assignment of candidates by the Civil | Board to authorise metropolitan borough 
Service Commission after Class I. ex- councils by Provisional Order to pur- 
aminations ; how many by direct ap-| chase land compulsorily. I am now 
pointment from the outside without advised that the Board are not em- 
examination, and how many by the pro-| powered to issue any such Order for the 
motion of second division clerks ; whether purposes of the Adoptive Acts, the Elec- 
any vacancies at present exist in the! tric Lighting Act, or the Open Spaces 
higher division of the Department ; and, Acts, but that it is competent for them 
if so, how many; and whether it is in to issue such an Order for the purposes 
contemplation to fill any of them by the specified in Section 150 of the Metropolis 
promotion of qualified second division Management Act, 1855, and Section 24 
clerks. of the London County Council (General 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: TI] Powers Act, 1893. As regards the case 
at Bethnal Green, in which my hon. 
friend is interested, it would be com- 
petent for the Board to issue a Provisional 
Order so far as the extension of the depot 
is concerned, but not for the purposes of 
the Electric Lighting Act. 


number of clerical appointments made in 
the Board of Trade and subordinate 
departments during the last seven years 
to positions with salaries in excess of 
those of the second division was twenty- 
four. Of these eight were filled by the 
assignment of candidates by the Civil 
Service Commissioners, after Class I. SCHOOL ACCOUNTS—DISCOUNTS FOR 
examinations ; one by direct appoint- SCHOOL APPLIANCES. 
ment from the outside without examina- Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Vice- 
tion; and fourteen by the promotion President of the Committee of Council 
of former Class II. or second division’ on Education if His Majesty's inspectors 
clerks, while in addition to those pro- of schools have reported any cases of the 
motions two official receiverships, which | discounts off list prices for school ap- 
are of a quasi-technical nature have been pliances being accounted as voluntary 
conferred upon former Class II. clerks. contributions to schools, the full list 
Five vacancies at present exist for the prices being charged on the expenditure 
higher division and staff posts. It is the side of the balance-sheet ; and will he 
practice of the Board of Trade to consider | jgsue instructions to His Majesty’s in- 
whether they have second division clerks spectors to have regard to such a matter 
on their establishment with the necessary when inspecting school accounts. 
qualifications for promotion to the higher 
division, and the usual course will be) THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
followed in connection with these BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
vacancies. Cambridge University): The answer is 

in the negative, and no instructions 
METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCILS’ therefore seem necessary. 
COMPULSORY POWERS. | 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- | SCHOOL BOARD HIGHER GRADE 

GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg) SCHOOLS. 


to ask the President of the Local Govern- " 7 
ment Board if he has now consulted the | _, COLONEL LOCKW [eo Bi 
law officers of the Crown on the subject of ping): I beg to ask - lo Ed ; we 
the powers of the metropolitan borough of a ge oF onsets ue tl 4 z 
councils to acquire land necessary fe | ee Se eS ee + eee e abn? 
; tistics of higher grade schools conducted 


their duties and purposes ; whether he es 
ote é y school 
has come to any conclusion on the ques- by school boards which include a scl 
f of science. 


tion ; and, if so, will he state whether the | 
councils have such powers. 


Sm J. GORST: Yes; I shall be very 
Tue PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL glad to give the Return asked for. 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter | Perhaps the hon. and gallant Member 
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wil communicate with me as to the {been called to the case referred to, and,. 


form in which it should be moved. ‘in the absence of further particulars, 
| it has not been possible to trace it. Under 

OVERTIME WORKED BY BIRMINGHAM the present rules of the service, however, 
TELEGRAPHISTS. _ ~ | the counter — be question Heiss 
- : only receive a risk allowance provided— 

Ss i greg 5 + Pag ony |(1) that he was in receipt of such allow- 
| ance prior to the 1st April, 1897 ; (2) that 


senting the Postmaster General, whether | the duty upon which he is employed if 


i. on Ate po serch a created before that date would have had 
. _ a risk allowance attached to it; and 

relorence to the amount of overtime they (3) that the total risk allowance autho 

: 0 ms og P ber of male tele. | 78ed for the office at the time is not. 

e can state the number of male tele- | | ded, 

graphists at the Birmingham Telegraph , 

Office on Ist January and Ist July re- | aa ae 

spectively, together with the number of | @-P:0.~OLD_ COUNTER EST ABLISH~ 


hours of overtime performed during ee ee ee ee 
Gites months. E Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 senting the Postmaster General, whether 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- jit has been brought to his notice that 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : Yes. The Bir- there are some fifty clerks in the Postal 
mingham telegraphists have complained Service belonging to the old counter 
of ger of —. ne — to establishment who were ng 400 ge — 
pertorm, and a considerable addition a risk allowance of 3s. a week, whic 
to the force has recently been sanctioned allowance, prior to the Tweedmouth 
to provide the necessary relief. It has Committee, they regularly received, but 
not been practicable to furnish the in | which they now lose when called upon 
formation respecting the number of to take the duties of either overseers OF 
hours of overtime performed at Birming- senior telegraphists ; and whether, seeing. 
ham during the months of January and that they had remained in the class from 
July in the short time available ; but it | which they were promoted their position 
may be stated that the telegraph work | would have been better and their salary 
in July is always much heavier than in |in some instances as much as £50 per 
January. ‘annum higher, he will consider the 

jadvisability of allowing them to draw 

LONDON DISTRICT Post OFFICES— | the risk allowance regularly in addi 

RISK ALLOWANCES. tion to their weekly salary. 

Major EVANS-GORDON (Tower|) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the Risk allowances are paid to officers 
Secretary to the nat as se av performing particular duties and — 
ing the Postmaster General, whether his | of course, be paid to them when they 
attention has been called to the fact that, | temporarily nirbiate other duties. For 
though counter clerks in the London the same reason risk allowances cannot 
district post offices who received risk be continued to officers after their 
money prior to the Report of the Tweed- promotion to a higher class. 
mouth Committee were allowed to re- 
tain this right, a clerk in the London " : , 
district was recently placed on certain | RURAL ae ai 
counter duties, these duties usually | egcccseveiaitarts 7 49 
being performed by a senior clerk ; and |, R. JAMES O CONNOR ago? 
whether the Postmaster General will | W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the. 


i a + ; Ine ag 
direct that the clerk should be paid risk Seema igry Se ian —— a 
allowance in accordance with the usual | 4¢@eTa4, MH rural postmen wil in f 
practice | be placed on the same footing as town 
a ° } ° a ° 
| postmen in regard to Christmas over- 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | time, and if they will receive payment 


Postmaster General’s attention has not |for extra time for which they were: 
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employed while attending at the office 
to prepare for delivery the extra amount 
of correspondence and other matter 
which has to be dealt with at that 
season of the year; whether their 
present rate of payment is based solely 
on the distance walked ; and whether 
any account is taken of the time required 
for sorting their deliveries before starting. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Established rural postmen are paid 
extra for duty on Christmas Day at a 
rate and a half of their ordinary wages, 
according to the distance walked, that 
being the basis on which their regular 
pay is fixed. As they are not paid by 
time like town postmen, they do not 
receive extra payment for prolonged 
attendance in preparing their letters 
for delivery, and no reason is seen for 
altering this practice. But if rural 
postmen are required to come on duty 
earlier than usual they are paid for the 
extra attendance. 


COUNTY KERRY SUB-COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Messrs. O'Shaughnessy and 
Haughton have recently been in county 
Kerry as court valuers for the Land 
Commission revising second-term rents 
fixed by the Sub-Commission ; and seeing 
that in many of these cases the first 
terms had been originally fixed by 
Messrs. O’Shaughnessy and Haughton 
themselves, whether it is intended to 
continue the practice of sending court 
valuers to particular districts to revise 
rents originally fixed by themselves in 
those districts. 


Tat CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
reply to the first paragraph is in the 
afirmative. The fact that in some such 
cases the rents for the first term were 
fixed upwards of fifteen years ago by a 
Sub-Commission of which the gentlemen 
named were members, has not, in the 
opinion of the Land Commissioners, 
precluded them from employing them 
as valuers. The Commissioners have 
full confidence in their impartiality and 
integrity. 


{1 Avucust 1901} 
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Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N. ): Is the 


right hon. Gentleman aware that at 
least 50 per cent. of the tenants can get 
no reduction whatsoever in their rents ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I am not. 
Mr. FLAVIN: Well, it is a fact. 


LARBERT AND BALLYLONGFORD 
COURT HOUSES. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
M. J. Nolan, of Newtownsands, a magis- 
trate for the county Kerry, was refused 
the use of the court houses at Tarbert 
and Ballylongford by the High Sheriff 
of the county, although Mr. Nolan in 
his application stated that the court 
houses were to be used only by the rate- 
payers of the district in connection with 
the building of a line of railway from 
Listowel and Ballylongford to Tarbert ; 
and, seeing that Mr. Nolan also gave his 
personal guarantee as a magistrate as to 
the safety of the court-house buildings 
to the High Sheriff, whether he can state 
on what grounds the High Sheriff 
refused to this magistrate and ratepayers 
of North Kerry the use of the court 
houses, and what steps the Government 
intend to take in connection with the 
action of the High Sheriff of Kerry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The custody of the 
court house is vested in the Sheriff. 
Its primary and paramount use is the 
administration of justice. The rate- 
payers have no right to the use of it for 
the purposes mentioned. I have no 
authority to interfere with the sheriff 
in the exercise of his discretion. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Have the ratepayers. 


then, no right to use these buildings ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand not. 
It is a matter within the discretion of 
the sheriff, who in this case was not 
apparently disposed to accord the privi- 
lege. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. 
Yentleman make representations to the 
Lord Lieutenant with a view to pre- 
venting the reappointment of this 
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gentleman as high sheriff, seeing that 
he resigned his commission in the army 
in order to avoid going out to South 
Africa ? 


Questions. 


{No answer was returned. ] 


FENIT HARBOUR BOARD 
Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 


{COMMONS} 





Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether he is aware that Fenit | 
pier was built at a cost of £90,000 to the | 
ratepayers of Kerry, that there is no | 
direct representation from the rate- | 
payers on the Fenit Harbour Board ; | 
and that, though the county council have | 
to contribute out of the public rates to 
the harbour commissioners, the county | 
council have no representation on the | 
Harbour Board, although they have | 
passed resolutions asking for representa- | 
tion thereon; and, seeing that the | 
harbour board is principally composed 
of shipping merchants who elect them- | 
selves, and that the press has frequently 
of late years been excluded from the | 
meetings of the harbour commissioners, 
whether the Government intend to take 
any action in connection with this 
matter for the protection of the rate- 
payers of the county. 


| pending in 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member must not discuss the 
question now. 


FRANCIS COMYN WOODSTOCK’S 
ESTATE, CO. GALWAY. 

Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the estate of Francis Comyn Wood- 
stock, near Galway, and within a con- 
gested district, is for sale, and that the 
occupying tenants have entered into 
agreements for the purchase of their 


holdings; and whether the Congested 
Districts Board has made any move 


towards acquiring the grass lands in the 
possession of the landlord, and which 
have not vet been sold, with a view to 
enlarging the holdings of the occupying 
tenants; is he aware that the sheriff, 
who is also receiver, has put in his sou 
as tenant in order that he may qualify 
under the Act to become a purchaser, 
and if this proceeding will receive the 


sanction of the Land Commission ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A _ number of 
tenants on this estate have already 
purchased their holdings, and proceed- 
ings for sale of the unsold portions are 
the Land Judge’s court. 


| A letting was made by the court to the 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board of | 
Works made a loan of £95,000 to the | 
Pier and Harbour Commissioners in 
1881. The harbour board consists of 
eleven members, of whom two are the | 
chairmen of the Tralee Union and Town | 
Commissioners, three representatives of 
the Tralee and Fenit Railway, five ship- 
ping merchants, and one member ap- | 
pointed by the Board of Trade. Legis- | 
lation would be necessary to alter the | 
constitution of the Harbour Board, and | 
IT cannot give an undertaking to intro- | 
duce such legislation. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is there another body | 
of harbour commissioners throughout | 
all Ireland which—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


receiver's son, and the land judge was 
satisfied that the letting was made bona 
fide at a full fair rent. The lessee, how- 
ever, having declined to purchase at the 
price fixed by the land judge. the lands 
are to be sold by public auction. The 
question whether the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board will make an offer to buy is 
at present under consideration. 


SNARING GROUND GAME IN GALWAY. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, having regard to the 
fact that tenants have the right to set 
snares on their land for the purpose of 
taking ground game, whether he will 


| make inquiries into the cases of two men 


named Morgan and Concannon, who were 





| fined at Ahscragh petty sessions, one 30s., 


pala ’ | the other £2 and costs, for having snares 
Mp. ac es 8 ¥ 2 ? 5 
Ir. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. | sit ite: Thtalte Semel 


Gentleman aware, then, that out of | 
thirty-two votes three shipping mer- | Mr. WYNDHAM: The convictions 
ehants control twenty-six ? in these two cases were for using snares 
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for the purpose of taking feathered game, | 
not ground game. The convictions were | 
upheld on appeal to quarter sessions. 


Mr. ROCHE proceeded to put a ques- 
tion about the magistrate who tried the | 
case. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot in that way put a 
question which has been struck out at the 
Table. | 


Mr. ROCHE: It was the most import- 
ant part of the question. Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say how anyone can tell 
if the snares were set for ground game ? 


An Hon. MemBer: Anybody can. 


It is ridiculous. 


Mr. ROCHE: 


IRISH TEACHERS’ PENSIONS. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can state on what grounds the Com- 
missioners of National Education are at 
present recommending the resignation 
of teachers who have not reached the age 
for maximum pensions of their class, and 
will the Commissioners be advised to 
allow such teachers to serve until they 
qualify for full pension. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commis- 
sioners have power, under the rules, to 
call on teachers to resign before they 
reach the compulsory age for retirement, 
on account of inefficiency, etc. The 
Commissioners cannot undertake to allow 
all teachers to serve until they qualify 
for full pension. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Will 
some scheme be introduced to secure | 
these men reasonable compensation ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board of Edu- 
cation has power to retire teachers whose 
work is unsatisfactory. 


IRISH EDUCATION GRANTS. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the amount of school grants for the 


{1 Aveust 1901} 
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years 1899 and 1900 respectively, and 
what was the amount expended under 
each of the four heads specified in the 
Education Act, 1892. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A Return is in pre- 


| paration showing this information for 


each year since the school grant became 
payable under the Act of 1892. When 
completed it will be laid on the Table of 
the House. 


TEACHERS’ SALARIES AND THE 
RESIDUAL GRANT. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can say 
on what basis recent salaries of teachers 
were fixed, and on what basis and at what 
rate the residual grant at end of year will 
be paid. , 

pe 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The salaries were 
fixed generally on the basis of the new 
rules, subject to special consideration in 
cases falling under Rule 43. The resi- 
dual grant will be paid on the basis of the 
average attendance of pupils between 
three and fifteen years of age, and in 
accordance with Rule 12. The rate of 
the residual grant cannot be determined 
until the end of the year. 


ASSISTANT TEACHERS’ SALARIES. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in the 
case of a school with an average of sixty, 
the assistant’s salary has been fixed at less 
than the minimum for third grade ; and, 
if so, will he explain how such teachers 
will get the full benefit of the official 
promise that none shall suffer financially 
by the introduction of the new system. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No §assistant’s 
income should be fixed below the mini- 
mum of the third grade. If the hon. 
Member will supply me with particulars 


‘of the case he refers to it will be inquired 


into. 


COUNTY SLIGO. 
I beg 


BOYCOTTING IN 
Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
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aware that the Reverend Edwin Symons, ; valuation of the company, and whether 


Rector of Kimactigue, county Sligo,| he will investigate this burden with a 


and three,other persons there are at| view to finding out the treatment of the 


present boycotted by the local branches | ratepayers by the Government and by 
of the United Irish League, and that | the railway companies. ; 
they are unable to get their horses shod | 
for the necessary tarm and other work;,; Mr. WYNDHAM: I have _ been 
whether he can arrange for permitting | supplied with detailed Returns, but it 
a military blacksmith to perform the) is not possible to summarise them ip 
work required in horse-shoeing for these | reply to a question. The object which 
persons, and whether the Government | the hon. Member has in view can best be 
will give assistance to citizens under the | atta ned by moving for a Return in the 
conditions mentioned. | form I have privately communicated to 
|him. If this is done it will be issued 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are cor-| without delay. 
rectly stated in my hon. friend’s question. 


The Government has instructed the | . 
Inspector General of Constabulary to | an Somes Tae. 


send a portable forge to this locality, in|, MB. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : I 
charge of a constable who is a competent | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
farrier, for the purpose indicated. |Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
|he is aware that the Banagher fair’s 
Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : Is it not | committee sent a request to the Inspec- 
the case that this reverend gentleman | tor-General, Royal Irish Constabulary, 
to instruct the police to enforce section 
10, sub-section 10, of the 14 and 15 Vic., 
|¢. 92, in connection with the Banagher 
/great fair held last September ; and, 
~~ | seeing that the police took no action in 
|the matter, whether, with a view of 
WHITE ESTATE—BANTRY. | preventing horses being sold in the public 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): | streets of neighbouring towns and 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | villages during the days preceding the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | Banagher annual great fair, steps will 
can state when the order for the sale | for the future be taken to enforce the 
of the White estate, near Bantry, was | law with respect tothe matter. 
made, and why the order is not given | 
effect to. | Mr. WYNDHAM: The enactment 
referred to provides that horses shall 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I presume the! not be exposed for sale except in the fair 
hon. Member refers to a sale under the | or market lawfully appointed for the 
40th Section of the Act of 1896. The! purpose. Inthe present case the custom 
Land Judge issued his request for an/| appears to have grown up of anticipating 
inspection of the White estate on the the fair by buying and selling in Birr and 
11th June, and until the Land Com-| other places on the day preceding the 
missioners’ report of the inspection has | holding of the Banagher fair. It is for 
been made no further action can be| the patentee of the fair to assert his 
taken. 


has made himself most obnoxious to the 
people of the district ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


| rights by action for an injunction in the 
| Chancery Division, and in such an a 
Wis hee aves _.-| the legality of the custom referred to 
a ee ee /can a bagongpe The police rn 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL : I beg interfere in the matter, as suggested. 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will SHILLELAGH UNION INQUIRY. 
give the amount levied annually during; Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg 
thepast six years in Kerry forthe purpose | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
of paying railway guarantees and inte-| Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
rest on pier loans, and also state the total | decision of the Local Government Board, 
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which was promised twelve days ago, | London on twelve different dates were 
has yet been delivered to the guardians | not delivered until four or five days atter 
of the Shillelagh Union; and, if so, | shipment; and, it found to te correct, 
will he say when was it delivered. whether he will take any and, it so, what 
‘action to induce or compel the Great 
Mr. WYDNHAM: The Board com- Southern and Western Company to give 
municated with the guardians yesterday. 'a better service to the public, so ‘hat 
MES OvcaANY Irish farm and other products may ve 

a. JAMES O'CONNOR: Have expedited to English markets. 

they given their decision ? | 


. WYN . te _| Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are sub- 
sees Tos, 1 comment: ‘stantially as stated. As a result ot com- 


— /munications between the Department 
'and the railway company the latter have 

IRISH RAILWAY AMALGAMATION— agreed that, pending the completion vi 
GOODS RATES. ‘certain negotiations which are in pro- 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, | gress, they will convey the goods tratne 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre-| to Watertord by the train which is due 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of | there at 9.30 p.m., in order that it maybe 
Ireland is he aware that the Great shipped the same evening, provided the 
Southern and Western Railway Com-| (Great Western Railway of tngland will 
panys rate for carriage of tea from|agree to delay their steamer tor the 
London via Milford and Waterford to | purpose. 

“seen is 53s. 4d. per ton, while | 
previously to the amalgamation the sl on s 1 
Waterford and Limerick Railway Com- cnunennenenenmunenaes 

pany’s rate was 45s. 10d. per ton; and} Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chiet 
seeing that the Great Southern and Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant ot 
Western Company are bound to give | Jreland whether he is aware that Ser- 
facilities to traders equal to those enjoyed geant Sheridan, recently dismissed trom 
by them previously to the amalgamation, | the Royal Irish Constabulary, was 
will he take steps to remedy this and | stationed in hospital, county Limerick, 
similar grievances. in 1897 and 1898, and subsequently in 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No specific repre-| Drumeonra, county Leitrim ; that white 
sentations have been made to the De-|#t hospital he, with Sergeant i - 
partment of Agriculture in this matter, | W@8 instrumental in convicting @ i 
Any such representations, if made, wii | med Bray, who was sentenced to — 
be considered years imprisonment for setting fire to a 
‘rick of hay; that Bray has always 
ome protested he was innocent ; whether ne 
RAILWAY RATES FOR IRISH BUTTER. | jg aware that at Drumconra Sergeant 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to | Sheridan, with Constable Reid, secured 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord| the conviction of Dan Mayoohan ior 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is yet in a/ cutting the tails off cattle ; that Mayoo- 
position to state what is the result of the han was convicted by a jury at Sligo, and 
inquiry by the Department of Agricul- | sentenced to two years hard labour ; and 
ture into the statement of Mr. Herbert | that rewards of £5 each were given to 
Sullivan, of Curramore, Broadford, | Sergeant Sheridan and Constable Reid 
Charleville, a butter exporter, to the | for their conduct in this case ; whether 
effect that before the amalgamation of | inquiries have recently been made into 
the Great Southern and Western and the | the circumstances connected with the 
Waterford and Limerick Railways, his | above cases ; and, if so, what has been 
consignments of butter were taken from | the result of those inquiries; will Ser- 
Newcastle West, county Limerick, to|geant Keegan and Constable Reid be 
London within eighteen hours, and that, | retained in the Constabulary; and will 
between the dates 18th April and 26th he advise the Lord Lieutenant to Te- 
June of this year, twelve similar consign- | consider his refusal of a public inquiry: 
ments of his from Newcastle West to into the case of Sergeant Sheridan. 
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Questions, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The statement in 
the first paragraph is correct. In answer 
to the second paragraph, an inquiry has 
recently been made, and the action to be 
taken on it is still under consideration. 
A publie inquiry could not be held. 


{COMMONS} 


| 


Where it is alleged that a criminal offence | 


has been committed, the only inquiry 
that can be held on oath must be made 
before a magistrate on a direct charge 


against the persons who are alleged to | 


have committed the offence. 
not evidence on which to put Sheridan 
upon his trial, although there was no 
moral doubt that the case against Ryan 
was improperly preferred. The dis- 
closure in Ryan’s case suggested the 
consideration of other cases with which 
Sheridan was connected, and the inquiries 
so made have raised in my mind such 
doubts as to lead me to the conclusion 
that the convictions may have borne 
hardly on the individuals. I am unable 
at present to makea more definite state- 
ment. 


Mr. DILLON: May I ask whether 
in view of the result on the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own mind of the inquiries 
which have already been conducted, 
and the fact that the liberty of two or 
three men is at stake, while others have 
already served severe sentences, he will 
not advise the Lord Lieutenant to 
reconsider his determination and satisfy 


the public mind by ordering a full 
public inquiry, in accordance with 
precedent. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am unable to 


tender that advice, but if the men who 
have been accused were still in prison, I 
should advise the Lord Lieutenant with a 
view to having a review of their sen- 
tences. 

Mr. DILLON: Considering that the 
policemen whose names are mentioned in 


this question co-operated with Sheridan, 
are they to be retained in the force ? 


There was | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that | 


the whole question is engaging my atten- 
-tion, but I am not prepared to advise 


the Lord Lieutenant to grant a public | 


inquiry. 


Mr. 


question before the end of the session, 


DILLON: I shall repeat the | 
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and if I do not get a satisfactory answer 
[ shall raise it on the Appropriation 
Bill. 


Questions. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 
the persons imprisoned on the evidence 
of these men receive any recompense 4 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am considering 
the whole question. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): Will 
the mother of the man who lost his 
life during his imprisonment receive 
any recompense for the death of her 
son ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman had better put that 
question down. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has made any 
investigations into the case of Daniel 
Mayoohan, of Ballinamore, South Lei 
trim, who was convicted at the Sligo 
Winter Assizes on the evidence of a 
policeman named Sheridan, who has 
been since dismissed from the force 
for his conduct in the county Clare; 
whether he can state what was the result 
of the investigations, and if it is proposed 
to grant any compensation to Mayoohan 
for his wrongful imprisonment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: These inquiries are 
dealt with in my reply to the question 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo. 


Mr. TULLY: Will 


be made into this case ? 


special inquiry 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
replied to that. 


BANTRY BAY FORESHORE. 
Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask Mr. 


Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he is aware that the trustees of the 
Bantry Estate claim the right to the 
rocks, sand, and seaweed on the fore- 
shore of Bantry Bay between the railway 
pier and Newtown; and whether the 
right to a portion of the said foreshore 
is vested in the Crown. 
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Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For | has been transferred to the house of a 
[RELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, | man named Lockington, who is a local 
N.): The right to the foreshore between | shopkeeper and brother of the man who 
high-water and low-water mark of!conducted the inquiry, and whether 
ordinary spring tides, prima facie belongs | he can state why the post office at Innis- 
to the Crown, but I am informed that | keen has been placed in the house of 
in September, 1898, the Board of Trade, | Lockington without any notice to others 
the proper authority, conveyed to the} more suitable for the position. 
trustees of the Bantry estate the interest | Pere eres ? 
of the Crown in various portions of fore- | Mr. ee CHAMBERLAIN : The 
shore, including a portion lying between | ae mem, roca on Innis- 
a point at the junction of the town- | *®e™ Sundals, was dec ared vacant ae 
lands of Newton and Renvour East, | ¢count of the —eeee of those 
and a point at the junction of the town- | menibers of the sub-postmaster’s family 
lands of Beach and Abbey. The portion | in whose hands the work was left. The 
of the foreshore, mentioned in the| Present arrangements are temporary, 
question is apparently included in Baa appointment has not yet been 
the grant. _—— 

| Mr. DALY: Will the hon. Gentleman 
Mr. WEIR: What was the considera- | answer the last paragraph? Why has 


tion paid for this ? the post office been transferred to a 
? X _ | brother of the inspector without inquiry 
Mr. ATKINSON: That question | jn the locality for a suitable man for the 
should be addressed to the Board of post? 
Trade. 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
Mr. GILHOOLY : Has the Board of | have said it was only a temporary arrange- 
Trade any legal power to assign its rights ; ment. The appointment has not yet 
to certain landlords in Ireland ? | been filled up. 
ia ieee . | Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Will 
Mr. ATKINSON: It is frequently | yf, Fitzpatrick be reinstated if he 
done. | becomes a total abstainer ? 


Mr. GILHOOLY: On what ground?; [No answer was returned.] 


Mr. FLAVIN: Has the landlord any |CROAGH VILLAGE POSTAL ARRANGE- 

claim to that portion of the foreshore | MENTS. 
between high and low water mark ? Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg. to 
usk the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
Mr. ATKINSON: I can give no| representing the Postmaster General, if 
opinion. It is a matter for the Board of | he is aware that for the past three months 
Trade and not the Irish Government. | the public in and around the village of 
| Croagh, in the county of Limerick, have 
INNISKEEN POSTMASTERSHIP. | been without a post office, and whether 
'he will take immediate steps te remedy 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to | this grievance. 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | a +. 
representing the Postmaster General, | _ MR. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


whether he is aware that the post office | delay in appointing a sub-postmaster at 
at Inniskeen, county Monaghan, has |Croagh has been due to the difficulty 
been taken from Mr. Fitzpatrick, who | experienced in finding an eligible can- 
conducted it for twenty-six years without | didate. An appointment will be made 
complaint from the district postmaster , 28 S00n as possible. 

at Dundalk, and that during the absence | 

of the postmaster at Dundalk, a sub- | IRISH UNESTABLISHED POSTMEN’S 
stitute named Lockington found fault OVERCOATS. 

with the conduct of the post office at| Caprain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
Inniskeen, with the result that the office | the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
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senting the Postmaster General, whether 
the Department will consider the desira- 
bility of granting overcoats to all un- 
established postmen employed at sub- 
offices in Ireland and doing five hours 
duty daily, and when the next issue of 
‘uniform is due. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Unestablished postmen in Ireland in the 
direct employment of the Department 
and employed for as much as five hours 
a day, whether at sub-offices or else- 
where, are already entitled to be sup- 
plied with overcoats. The next issue of 
uniform is due on the Ist of November 
next. 


RIOTING AMONG THE BELFAST SHIP- 
YARD WORKERS. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
‘I beg to ask the Chief Secretary a ques- 
‘tion of which I have given him private 
notice—namely, whether he can state if 
rioting still continues in the Queen’s 
{sland shipbuilding yard at Belfast, 
whether Catholic workmen are still 
heing maltreated, and what measures of a 
permanent character the Government 
propose to take in order to maintain 
order. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Since coming to | 
the House I have received a telegram to | 
the effect that there was quiet in the! 
shipyards on the Musgrave Channel this | 
‘morning. The men working there were | 
‘yesterday protected from 5.30 a.m. to, 
6 p.m. by military pickets and by a strong | 
force of the Royal Irish Constabulary. | 
The military forces in Belfast have been 
‘increased by a large number of infantry 
-and by a squadron of cavalry, and these 
measures have liberated the harbour 
police, enabling them to concentrate in 
the vicinity of Queen’s Island and pre- 
vent isolated assaults. The shipyard 
owners yesterday arrived at a decision to 
threaten to curtail the hours of labour in 
the event of further disturbances. The 
Commissioner of Police reports that the 
situation is improving. I cannot an- 


nounce any proposal of a permanent 
character, but the fact of an emergency 
having arisen requiring such a large 
draft of military forces of the country 
points to the necessity for a reconsidera- 
tion of the whole situation, and of the 
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arrangements between the Government 
and the city of Belfast in respect of 
police matters. 


Questions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Are the 
police or the military in occupation of 
the yard ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The military are 
in occupation, supported by the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, and they will be 
retained at the approaches to the Mus 
grave Channel until their presence is no 
longer needed. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Seeing that 
the Government cannot permanently 
}encamp an army about shipyards, will 
| the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
desirability of establishing a police barrack 
there, so as to maintain order in the 
future ? 





| Mr. WYNDHAM; I have said it will 
| be necessary t> reconsider the whole 


| 
| arrangements. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will repeat 

| the question before the end of the session. 

It is manifestly of enormous importance 

that something permanent should be 
done before Parliament separates. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Why 
did the Government absolutely reject 
recommendations which would have 
rendered these events impossible ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I still think the 


| proposals to which the hon. Member 


alludes were most unwise. 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that in the year 1894 an Act was passed 
by the Parliament of New Zealand by 
which the Government is given power 
to take land by agreement from owners 
for the purpose of settlement, and where 
agreement cannot be arrived at, to take 
such land compulsorily, subject to the 
payment of a price to be fixed by valua- 
tion ; and whether the Government will 
give powers to the Congested Districts 
Board of a similar compulsory character 
in their promised Land Purchase Bill. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the{ his attention has been drawn to the 
first pargraph is in the negative. | decision of the House of Lords in the 
The Government, as the hon. Member | appeal of the Taff Vale Railway Com- 
must know, is in favour of voluntary | pany against the Amalgamated Society 
and opposed to compulsory purchase. | of Railway Servants, and whether the 


| Government propose to introduce legis- 
NN: Wi : prop g 
Mr. FLYNN: Will the right hon. | jation this session to give trade union 


oe ensats ahe repr one effect | funds the protection they have enjoyed 
in the Bill now betore the House for thirty years, but which the decision 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Not if it embraces | in question has taken away. 


the principle of compulsion. as hile 
“ . _| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, it is 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the First | not proposed to introduce legislation. 
Lord of the Treasurywhether heis aware | 
that a Commission has been appointed | y 
inthe Colony of Natal to inquire into the | SCOTTISH ESTIMATES. 
appropriation of suitable lands, which; Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
are not beneficially occupied, for settle-| Lord of the Treasury, seeing that out of 
ment thereon of persons who will bene- | eleven Scotch Votes four only have been 
ficially occupy and improve the lands| discussed, will he say when opportunity 
so appropriated ; and will the Govern- | will begiven for discussing the remaining 
ment consider the advisability of taking | seven Votes. 
such power under the Land Purchase | 
(Ireland) Bill, to be introduced next | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Scottish Votes 
session, as will enable the Land Com-_ will be put down on the remaining days 
mission to compulsorily acquire on fair allotted to Supply. 


terms large tracts of grass land in Ireland . : : Pom 
now held on eleven months’ tenure or ene : Will they be put first and 


other short terms of temporary occu-| 
4 Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No Sir, they 


pation. ge a 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think my | °220t be first. 
tight hon. friend the Chief Secretary | 
to the Lord Lieutenant has more than BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
once stated in this House that in our| Srp H. GCAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
opinion land purchase in Ireland should | (Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
be on the voluntary principle. | Leader of the House as to the business for 
| next week. 
NAVAL AND MILITARY WORKS BILLS, | Mr. A. J. BALFOU I d 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, |, M® 4-,J- BALFOUR: I understand 
B): Ib hey: Bieuk Lied of the that the obstacle in the way of taking the 
): eg to ask the First Lord of the) Home Office Vote on Monday has been 
Treasury whether he can say when the " ibn 


4 " ron removed, and I therefore propose to 
— eee oe put it down as the first Order of the Day. 


: : é : On Tuesday the first Order will be the 
will be given for the consideration of the | x me s ' 
aiindialen sttieshind thandto. selina | Vote for the Transvaal and the Orange 


“| River Colony. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the hon. 
Gentleman knows, the Bills must be Mr. CAINE: Will the Agricultural 
passed beforethe end ofthesession. They Rating Bill be taken at any time to-night ? 
will be printed and circulated as soon as 
possible. I do not think the schedules) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understood 
need long consideration on the part of that by agreement the subsequent 
‘ on. Members. stages of the Agricultural Rating Bill 
| were to be regarded as uncontentious, 

PROTECTION OF TRADE UNION sand I hope to take it to-night. 

FUNDS. | 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I begtoaskthe Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
First Lord of the Treasury whether _It may prevent the possibility of mistakes 
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if I say that I did not think the word! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say 


‘“uncontentious ” was used in regard to | at present. I am quite ready to receive 
the future stages of the Bill. I agreed that | any representation from any quarter of 
there should be no serious expenditure the House in order to meet the general 
of time upon it. ‘ Uncontentious ’’ | convenience. 

might mean that there should be nothing 
whatever said upon it. 





KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT ROOMS. 
(HOUSE OF COMMONS). 


Power given to the Select Committee 
to report their observations. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought the 
phrase was “ uncontentious,” but that 
is not intended to produce ccmplete 
taciturnity in every part of the House.! Report brought up, and read. 
I hoped it was understood that no great ; 
expenditure of time would be required, Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
and therefore there is no reason for not PTinted. [No. 299.] 
taking the Bill at a late stage of this 
sitting. | STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 

Report from the Select Committee, 

Mr. CAINE: There are several Amend-! with Minutes of Evidence, brought up 
ments on the Paper. I have an im- and read [Inquiry not completed]. 
portant one, and I think time should be Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 





given for discussing it. printed. [No. 300.] 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Personally, I 
should have thought that that was not in LOAN BILL. 


conformity with the arrangement. : ; ‘ 
Considered in Committee. 


Rg CAINE: I have made no arrange- (In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) Penrith) in the Chair. } 
I beg to ask the First Lord a question of 
which I sent him private notice—— Clause 1 :— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ihave received Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
no notice. mouthshire, W.) rose to ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer a question. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I sent it an 
hour ago. It is as to when the Teachers’! . Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.), on a point 
Tenure Bill is to be introduced. of order, asked whether there was any 
question before the Committee. He had 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope it will given notice of an Amendment to 
be introduced to-morrow. Clause 1 of the Bill, and he thought 
that should be moved before any ques 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: How far tions were asked. 
does the right hon. Gentleman intend 
to go down the Order Paper to-night ? *TueE CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman rose to ask an explanation. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That depends I think that is permitted sometimes. 
on the time occupied by the earlier 
business. Mr. DILLON: I have no objection, 
provided you do not rule out my Amend- 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, ment. 
Rugby) asked when the Second Reading | 
of the Light Railways Bill would be, Simm WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is 
taken. The measure was not a big one, proposed to borrow £60,000,000,: which 
but there was a veryimportant principle | is £20,000,000 in excess of the an.ount 
involved. formerly intimated. If £10,000,000 of 
Sir H. Cumpbell-B mnerman, 
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that is for a matter of urgency, I quite | Consols. So much for that £10,000,000 ; 


appreciate the reason for the proposal, 


because it is known to many Members of 


the House that in the second and third 
quarters of the year the revenue comes in 
much slower than in the other quarters. 
There is consequently a deficiency, in 
ordinary times, which has to be met by 
the Deficiency Bill and the Ways and 
Means Bill, and as the liquor grant goes 
in larger proportion to the revenue, so 
the necessity for meeting these defi- 
ciencies in the second and third quarters 
increases ; but the right hon, Gentleman 
takes power to issue £10,000,000 in 
Consuls in substitution for the Deficiency 
and Ways and Means Bills. I want to 
ask him whether he expects to use the 
whole of that money for that purpose, 
and if that £10,000,000 will be ear- 
marked for that purpose, or whether he 
considers himself at liberty to use the 
money for other purposes. The House 
will observe that the issue of £60,000,000 
in Consols in the next six months will be 
a very serious drain on the credit of this 
eountry. 


CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks” Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): The whole of them have 
heen issued already. 


THE 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I want 
to know whether any of that £10,009,000, 
if not wanted in the last quarter of the 
vear—that is before the House meets 
again—is going to he repaid so as to 
diminish the debt of the country. If it 
has been issued before the necessity 
arose, it is not in my opinion a very wise 
transaction. The right hon. Gentleman 
could not know how much he would 
want on the Deficiency Bill and the 
Ways and Means Bill. I suppose if he 
anticipated at all that the war would end 
in six months then the expenditure 
would be less, and consequently the 
drain upon the Deficiency Bill and the 
Ways and Means Bill would be less. In 
the next place I want to know whether 
it is wise to make the whole of this drain 
on Consols, and whether he might not | 
have obtained the ordinary accommoda- 
tion from the Bank on terms extremely 
favourable. These are questions I think 
we ought to have some satisfaction upon 
with reference to the £10,000,000 of 
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' but then he has got £10,000,000 margin. 
'I understood that £40,000,000 was to 
‘meet the whole of the war expenditure 
up to April next at the rate of £1,250,000 
a week which we are told is the present 
expenditure. If that is does he 
expect that when he issues the extra 
£10,000,000 of Consols that the expen- 
diture before Ist April next will exceed 
the present expenditure by that amount ? 
| When Consols were about par we thought 
the country was about ruined and the 
Savings Banks had to be revolutionised. 
It would be interesting to know the 
minimum below which the Government 
do not want to depress Consols. 


so, 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: [f shall be 


ready to answer the right hon. Gentle- 


man when the hon. Member for the 
Prestwich Division moves his Amend- 
ment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich) moved to reduce the loan from 
£60,000,000 to £10,000,000. He sug 
gested that the Government should issue 
a loan of £50,000,000 as a guaranteed 
Transvaal loan. He noticed that Mr, 
Rhodes, speaking at Bulawayo said—- 
‘“‘He was convinced that Mr. Chamberlain 
and Lord Milner would not relinquish office 
before they had effected the federation of South 
Africa. It was nonsense to talk of self-govern- 
ment for the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colony before federation was accomplished.” 


In any scheme of federation in South 


Africa Mr. Rhodes would make his 
opinions felt. Judging from his past, 
Mr. Rhodes would not be likely to 


allow a loan to be raised in the Trans- 
vaal after the war was over for the 
purpose of paying this country back any 
part of the cost of the war. If Mr. 
Rhodes was at the head of the federation 
we should have to relinquish the 
idea of getting any money from the 
Transvaal. Certainly what had hap- 
pened in the past did not justify them 
in thinking that he had any particular 
weakness for the British Empire. They 
i; knew what he had done in regard to 
; Home Rule, and at one time he wanted 
‘to get rid of the Imperial factor, and he 
/had spoken of the rectitude of English- 
2K 
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men as ‘‘ unctuous.” 
fore, to make sure of this loan before Mr. 
Rhodes was at the head of South Africa. | 


{COMMONS} 


They ought, there-| in the future circumstances may be 
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different, at present this would be so 
obviously impossible that the loan 


Suppose federation did not take place,| would really be issued on our own credit, 
and that they had self-government in, butinsucha form that it would command 
two annexed States, who were to compose, worse terms in the market than the issue 
that government ! There were people in| of Consols. I did not think it advisable, 


South Africa who were cosmopolitan, and | 
who had their own interests to serve, 
and they would not subordinate those 
interests to any feeling for the British 
Empire. He was not going into the 
question of the capability of the Trans- 
vaal to pay the interest on the loan, but 
in view of the increased output in con- 
nection with the gold mining industry 
in future, and also the savings which 
would be effected by the cheapening of 
black labour and white labour, he 
thought there could be no doubt of the 
ability of the Transvaal to pay the in-| 
terest. He suggested that the guaran- 
teed loan should be issued at once, and 
ii we had to pay 3 or 31 per cent. for 
the money now it would be very much 
better to do so than not to get any 
money out of South Africa at all. If the 
loan was issued while we were fighting 
he did not think the liability for the 
capital and interest would be repudiated, 
either by self-governing States or by a 
federated South Africa; but if it was 
delayed to the end of the war he thought 
it extremely likely that there would be a 
strenuous opposition to any part of the 
cost of the war being imposed upon the 
new colonies. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think that | 


the hon. Member has raised a question 
we have already practically decided 


the earlier stages of the Bill. He sug- 


| 


therefore, to recommend that course to 
Parliament. The right hon. Member 
for West Monmouthshire will probably 
remember that in introducing the Bud- 
get | asked the House to give me power 
to raise a nominal sum of £18,500,000 
beyond the amount which was required 
by the Estimates laid on the Table of the 
House. I did so for two reasons. In the 
first place I stated, after the experience 
of last year, that I thought it only right 
to ask for a considerable margin for the 
possible increase of war expenditure, 
and the result has justified my foresight 
in the matter. I also asked that a 
large sum should be added in order that 
I might be able to finance the Exchequer, 


during the first, second, and_ third 
| quarters of the year, when, as_ the 


right hon. Gentleman has stated, the 
revenue is always deficient as compared 
with the last quarter of the year. ], 
therefore, placed the total loan at 60 
millions instead of 414 millions, which | 
think would have covered the deficiency 
ot the Budget according to the original 
estimates and the interest on the loan. | 
shall want every penny of that amount 


for the additional expenditure on the 
war and for financing the Exchequer in 


the third quarter. 


Sr WILLIAM HARCOURT:  Addi- 


on tional expenditure on the war ! 


gests that instead of raising the money, *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Additiona 
by the issue of Consols we should raise it | expenditure in South Africa as disclosed 


by a guaranteed loan. 


I explained to the | in the Estimates now laid on the Table 


House on more than one occasion my ob-| and for financing the Exchequer in the 


jections to such a course, and I think that | third quarter. 


lf the war continues to 


those hon. Members who sympathised| demand the same expenditure which it 
with them will not be less ready to do so| has done in the past three months, 


when they observe the large Supple- | 


throughout the whole of the year, 


mentary Estimate required for the ex-|it may be necessary for me to expend 


penses of civil administration 
current year. I do not think it would be 
acting honestly by the country in the 
present condition of the Transvaal to issue 
a guaranteed Transvaal loan with the 
idea that the Transvaal should bear the 
interest of it. Although I anticipate that 


in the! the 





Mr. Cawley. 


whole of the margin which 
I took for financing the revenue in 
the third quarter of the year upon the 
war; but if, as I hope, there is good 
reason to anticipate that that will not 
be the case, then I shall have a con- 
siderable sum at my disposal in the 
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fourth quarter of the year, which I shall ! 


be able to devote to the redemption of 
Treasury bills. There is, as the right hon. 
Gentleman is aware, a sum of thirteen 
millions now standing in Treasury bills 
which we have borrowed for war pur- 
poses ; and, therefore, whatever surplus 
| may have from the Consols loan can 
be used for rede smption of the floating 
debt. I cannot, of course, now prophesy 
what the state of affairs will be in January 
or February next, nor what expenditure 
may be incurred during the remainder 
of the year; but, as I stated on the 
Budget, that will be the course I shall 
take, assuming there is a surplus left | 
from the loan after the expenditure of 
the year has been provided. 


sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: There is , 
another question. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that he had taken a margin 
in the Budget for expenditure in South 
Africa, and what has happened since 
has shown that a very large part of that 
margin will be required. He referred 
only to the Vote which has to be taken 
oa civil administration in South Africa, 
amounting to 64 millions. Is that the 
whole of what he considers to be the 
increase beyond the estimate ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 


cin say at present. 


That is all I 


Mr. DILLON said he had been rather 
surprised to hear the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer announce the extraordinary 
doctrine that if it became necessary he 
proposed to expend a portion, or the 
whole, of the enormous margin which he 
had taken in the Loan Bill on the ex- 
penses of the war. Surely he was en- 
titled to say that that would be against 
the law. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was not entitled to expend one 
firthing beyond the Supplies voted by 
Parliament. 


*Ssir M. HICKS BEACH: I am 
afraid I have not made myself clear. [| 
have no authority to expend a penny | 
beyond the Supplies voted until the | 
House votes it. 


Mr. DILLON said that that was not | 
the meaning which would naturally | | 
be placed on the language of the Chan- | | 

| 
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| excess of that amount, 
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cellor of the Exchequer. If it became 
necessary to spend Is. onthe war beyond 
the Supplies voted, it would be necessary 
to call the House of Commons together 
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again. [Sir WILLIAM Harcourt: Hear, 
hear.} He was placed in the position 


of being obliged to support the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend who proposed 
to reduce the loan to £10,000,000, but 
not at all with the object indicated by 
the hon. Gentleman. He had come to 
the conclusion that a more absurd, 
wild and preposterous dream could not 
be imagined than the expectation of 
financial relief from the Transvaal. A 
rude awakening had been caused by 
the issue of the Supplementary Estimate 
of nearly £8,000,000 for the civil Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal and the Orange 
River Colony for one year. That was 
not a very pleasi sing prospect. His object 
was to protest against what appeared to 
him to be a totally new departure in 
finance—a departure of the very greatest 
importance, whereby the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, in order to make up a 
deficit of £41,500,000, asked permission 
of the House of Commons to borrow 
£60,000,000. It certainly had been the 
practice as long as he had been in the 
House that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer should not be empowered to 
borrow much more money than he had 
any necessity for. The proposal to bor- 
row £60,000,000, when the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in his Budget said 
that he had only made out a deficit of 
£41,000,000, was without parallel in 
the annals of the House of Commons. 
In his Budget statement the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer made up a balance 
sheet of the year, and he professed to 
anticipate roughly any charges which, 
so far as his foresight could give him 
guidance, might fall upon the Budget in 
addition to what he had actually put in 
figures. And then he went on to say 


that the deficit in the balance sheet of the 


year would be £41,500,000, but that 
he would ask the Committee to give 


‘him borrowing powers considerably in 


and the reason 
ihe gave for asking borrowing powers 
for £19,000,000 in excess of the deficit of 
‘the year was the possibility that the 
war might cost a great deal more than 
he estimated. Putting aside the question 
that these borrowing powers could not 


2K 2 
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be legally used for the cost of the war, 
unless there was a fresh session of Parlia- 
ment and a new Vote of Supply, he 
wanted to know why there should not 
be a fresh session and a new Loan Bill 
ad hoc it it were necessary. That would 
be the proper course, consistent with all 
the traditions and practices of the House. 

The procedure which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had adopted in this case 
was entirely novel and vicious. Then 
the right hon. Gentleman had given 
as part of his excuse for the extra margin 
of £19,000,000, that he wanted 
£10,000,000 to finance the Exchequer. 
But why should he want to finance the 
Exchequer this year any more than in 
any other year? Every year the Ex- 
chequer had to be financed for nine 
months, and it appeared strange to 
issue ten millions of Consols at the begin- 
ning of the year to carry out a lesser 
expenditure than that which had been 
carried out every year. It was the 
business of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in his Budget statement to 
give to the very utmost limit of his 
knowledge, and so far as he could 
forecast, a frank, full,and honest account 
tothe country of the charges that would 
fall on the people during the coming 
vear but the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had not done so, because he had 
mide no reference whatever to the extra- 
ordinary estimate of seven and a half 
millions required for the civil govern- 
ment of the Transvaal. Surely that was 
a very important element in the finance 
and balance-sheet of the vear. It could 
not for a moment be contended that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. speaking 
in April last, had no knowledge, and had 
no ground for, the anticipation of sucha 
sum as was contained in the Supple- 
mentary Estimate. Could it be thought 
for a moment that a state of things in 
the Orange River Colony and the Trans- 
vaal, ‘nvolving an expenditure of be- 
tween six and seven millions for civil 
administration, could have been con- 
cealed from the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer at the time his Budget was be'ng 
made up? That, he thought was al- 
most inconce'vab'e. and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in his Budget statement 
ought to have made a full and frank 
d sclosure of the position. This was but 
another illustration of the system which 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 
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this Government had adopted of with. 
holding information from the House and 
the country of an unpleasant character, 
and of postponing to the last possible day 
facts that would be likely to dishearten 
thecountry. Hedid not want to use the 
word except in a Parliamentary sense, 
but was it really an honest proceeding 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
his Budget speech and in the subsequent 
discussions on the Finance Bill to con- 
tinue to maintain the argument that in 
the future they might confidently look 
forward to obtaining a repayment from 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
of a large part of the burdens of the war, 
while he concealed these figures which 
were vital to the discussion ? It had been 
dangled before the eves of the country 
first of all that the whole cost of the war 
was to be paid for by the Transvaal, and 
then it was said a substantial part of the 
cost, and so it went on dwindling until 
the whole Budget discussions had con- 


cluded, and the new taxes had been 
voted. This large sum for the cost of 
civil administration in South Africa 


must have been well known to the Chan- 
cel or of the Exchequer, although the 
House and the country had been care- 
fully kept inthe dark. Now light had 
been thrown on the secret why the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer wanted the very 
extraordinary margin in the Loan Bill, 
which was utterly unsubstantiated in 
his Budget speech. That was, he con- 
tended, not fair play, or a frank and 
honest way of dealing with the House of 
Commons. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer appealed to that side of the 
House to support him in his efforts 
at economy, he ought to treat Members 
of the Committee in a different way. 
There was nothing so calculated to pro 
mote economyin the minds of gentlemen, 
whether inside or outside the House, as 
to have the whole facts of the case clearly 
set before them ; but to keep drawing 
the Committee from one step to another, 
withholding facts which would cause 
alarm or throw a flood of light on illusory 
promises, was a method of proceeding 
which one would not naturally expect 
from a Chancellor of the Exchequer 
who desired support of his policy of 
economy. The loan ought to be cut 
down to such proport‘ons as would 
meet the deficiency of the year, and if 
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further money was required when 
they met in October or November, 
as he fullv expected the necessary sup- 
plies could be voted and a new loan 
Bill passed for the money to carry on this 
wretched war. 

There was another point to which 
he wished to call attention. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had told the 
Committee that the night on which the 
Budget resolution had been passed, or 
the next morning, he had placed the 
loan. Now for the first or second time 
in half a century an enormous block of 
of this English loan had to go across the 
Atlantic and seek the aid of American 
millionaires. That was a very serious 
landmark in the history of the country 
which had justly boasted as being the 
soundest financial country in the world, 
whose credit could not be touched by any 
other country, which could raise loans 
without foreign assistance and at the 
same time lend money to all parts of the 
world. 
back on syndicates of American banks, 
on the Morgans and Steel Trusts, to take 
ten or fifteen millions of our loan, it 
ought to give us pause in our mad career. 
Mark the danger of this course. He 
supposed that for the next loan we 
should have to fall back on Carnegies, the 
steel men, and foreign bankers. This 
loan was floated at 943. Whereas two 
years ago a loan for sixty millions would 
have realised sixty-two or sixty-three 
millions, this loan of sixty millions had 
only realised fifty-six millions. We ought 
to know the reason of this great fall in 
British credit within the past two years. 
He intended to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to issue a Parliamentary paper 
giving the facts of where the loan had 
been located, what were the terms, and 
what the net results, and he hoped 
the Return would be before the House 
before the Third Reading of the Bill was 
taken. Well, the loan was issued at 
943, but what happened within six weeks 
of the issue 2? The American millionaires 
were able to break down British stock by 
nearly three points in two days, in conse- 
quence of the strike in the steel trade. 
That was a nice position ! That was what 
Imperialism had brought this country 
to. He did not identify himself with 
the Empire, because really the Empire 
was nothing but an oppression to Ireland ; 
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When we were obliged to fall, 
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but he spoke from the point of view of 


England. The true Imperial power of 
Great Britain had been built up by such 
men as Peel and Gladstone—-who had been 
attacked from the Government benches 
in a cowardly manner, but who were 
the greatest of all Imperialists, not bogus 
Imperialists—bya system of finance which 
was at once the envy and the admiration 
of the world, and on which all the great- 
ness and power of England was really 
based. But that magnificent structure 
had been shaken to its foundations within 
two vears. It was a very pretty con- 
sideration that England—this great 
Empire of which we heard so much— 
should be in such a position that American 
millionaires and steel trusts could knock 
down Consols by three points, and cause 
a fall equal to ten or twelve millions. 
Perhaps next October, when a new loan 
was called for, recourse would be had 
to German capitalists. At all events, the 
time had gone by when England could 


her own loans, and that was a 


raise 
greater injury to England's prestige 


abroad than even all the disasters of the 
war. That was his humble view. He 
did not pretend to have any financial 
skill or knowledge of the transaction, but 
he thought the Committee was entitled 
to demand from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer a frank disclosure in a Parlia- 
mentary paper of all the circumstances 
connected with the flotation of the loan. 
He would support the Amendment, 
because he thought that a figure should 
be inserted in the Bill which would 
honestly meet the deficiency on the year, 
and not leave a margin to be expended 
without a further Vote in Supply. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he did not think that British finance 
had been shaken so completely as the 
hon. Member for East Mayo had asserted, 
but undoubtedly it had received a nasty 
knock. The Bill authorised a loan for an 
amount not exceeding sixty millions. 
As he read the clause, it meant that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could raise 
as much of the sixty millions as was 
necessary to provide for the supply voted 
and no more. The clause stated— 

« Any money required for raising the Supply 
granted to His Majesty for the service of the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 1902 
| may be raised up to an amount not exceeding 
60 million pounds by means of the creation of 
| 28 per cent consolidated stock.” 
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If supplies were granted to the extent of 
fifty millions, then the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer might raise that amount, but 
not beyond it. But he understood that 
what had occurred was that the whole of 
the sixty millions had been issued, accord- 
ing to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
at 944. He observed that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer always made little 
mistakes in connection with the issue of 
stock. They had to pay 1 per cent. more 
for the Greek Loan than subscribers in 
St. Petersburg or Paris, and that was due 
to a slip on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He had had the figures of 
the present loan worked out exactly, and 
in consequence of the postponement of 
stock and the conditions under which the 
interest would be received, the price was 
not 943, but 937. A sum of something 
like fifty-six millions had been raised, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
stated that he required only 414 millions 
to make up the deficit uf the year. That 
left about fifteen millions in hand. Then 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
he required £7,013,000 for the other 
purposes he mentioned. There there- 
fore still remained about eight millions 
unaccounted for. Had the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer or had he not any 
authority to raise that eight millions by 
Consols, as it was not required for the 
service of the year? 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Oh, yes, it is. 
Mr. G =e BOWLES: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman then propose 
to bring forward a further Supplementary 
Estimate ? 4 a 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH :°™~ Every 
penny of the money raised by the loan 
will be spent on the service of the year.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he did 
not quite reconcile the figures, but he 
accepted the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman. The point he desired to 
make, however, was that it was useless 
for hon. 
Amendments which could not possibly 
be carried, and, even if carried, could not 
have any effect. The hon. 
opposite proposed to reduce the sum, but 
that could not have any effect, because 


the whole of the sixty millions had been | 
issued. The moral he wished to draw | read the speech in The Times. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


created by the 


Gentlemen opposite to propose | 


Gentleman | 
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|was that the Committee should re- 
member, on a question of moncy, never 
to be misled by what a Minister always 
said—the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had told himself more than once—that 
the proper time to debate the matter 
| was on the Bill and not on the resolution, 
The only time to debate money was on 
the resolution. If the Committee did 
not stop it then they would be completely 
done. After the resolution was passed, 
the loan was issued, and it was quite idle 
to debate any financial measure except 
on the resolution in Committee of the 
Whole House, which the wisdom of the 
House had properly provided for that 
purpose. That was the reason why he 
was going to debate the resolution with 
reference to the Naval Works Bill that 
afternoon, and he hoped he would be 
supported. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had been reproached for having 
issued his Consols before there was any 
necessity to do so. He did not think 
the right hon. Gentleman was unwise 
in having done that. The right hon. 
Gentleman had seen Consols fall 20 per 
cent. under his Chancellorship of the 
Exchequer, and he could not be sure 
that they would not fall another 20 per 
cent. Therefore the right hon. Gentle- 
man, having Consols to issue, was wise in 
issuing them as soon as he could in order 
to guard against the possibility of their 
having another fall. There was another 
thing to be said in justice to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. To his mind 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
never really known the financial require- 
ments and necessities of the situation 
war. The right hon. 
told his constituents at 


Gentleman 


| Bristol some time ago that we had got the 
| Transvaal, 


and that there never was a 


country which had cost so little to 


conquer. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No. 
Mr. GIBSON -BOWLES: Oh, yes, 


the right hon. Gentleman said that. 
The right hon. Gentleman also said 


that the war might be regarded as a 


blessing’ in disguise. : 


*Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 


say that, either. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he had 
But the 
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right hon. Gentleman must be excused. 
He himself did not know. Well, he 
trusted himself to the best sources of 
information, one of which was the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. It was 
clear that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not know what was before them 
in the war ; it was possible that most of 
them did not know, and therefore some 
excuse must be made for the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer for not having fully 
grasped the financial requirements of the 
war. It was unfortunate that we should 
have undertaken such an enormous 
contest with so little foresight. They 
had now got to go through with it, but 
as regarded the Bill before the Committee 
it could not be altered by Amendment. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Lunder- 
stood the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to assent, in reply to the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, that nothing 
could be spent out of this loan for the 
purposes of the war without further 
Votes in Supply. Is that the opinion 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer ? 
[Sir M. Hicks Beacu assented. | 
of great importance. We were told that 
the loan would leave a margin in case 
the Estimates were exceeded, but I 
understand now that if these Estimates 
are exceeded, and if you want anything 
more for the war than has already been 
voted, Parliament must be called together 
for the purpose of voting additional 
Supply, and that Supply as spoken 
of in this Bill is only Supply that has been 
voted, or which may be voted, and that 
there is not this loose margin of 
£20,000,000 spoken of that could be 
used for the war. That I want to have 
placed clearly on record, and I under- 
stand that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer assents to it. As regards the 
£6,500,000 for the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colony, it is stated in a foot-note 
that £3,000,000 will be treated as an 
advance to the Transvaal and the Orange 
River Colony, and will be repaid out of the 
proceeds of the first loans issued by these 
colonies. I do not know whether there 
is anybody who can give an estimate 
of what the first loans of these colonies 
are likely to come out at. Then it is 
said that the remainder will not be so 
repaid, but will form an addition to the 
tota Tex; + diture due to the war, against 
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which will ultimately be set whatever 
sum it is decided to charge on the new 
colonies as their share. Therefore, as a 
matter of fact, it is a war vote. [Sir M. 
Hicks Beacu dissented.| It claims to be 
a vote for the purposes of civil adminis- 
tration, for railways, for relief and re- 
settlement, for the South African Con- 
stabulary—all heads of civil administra- 
tion, and yet it is said that it is to he 
added to the total expenditure due to the 
war—lI should have imagined in that case 
that it is a war vote. We are told tha 
they are ultimately to be liquidated 
out of the sum it is decided to charge 
on the new colonies as their share, and 
before we authorise the payment of these 
sums we must be told what is the sum 
the Government have decided to charge 
on the new colonies ultimately, which is 
to be the security for their money. | 
agree with the hon. Member for East 
Mayo that what is happening is a very 
serious slur on the publie credit of this 
country. As to the fall in the price 
of Consols, I do not know whether it is 
entirely due to the manner in which our 
finances have been conducted or in any 
degree to the condition of trade. I 
was very much struck by a 
speech made the other day by the 
Minister for Agriculture. He was re- 
gretting very much the depopulation of 
the rural districts, and he said there was 
yet hope for agriculturists, for, in con- 
sequence of the great depression in the 
manufactures of this country, the popu- 
lation of the manufacturing districts 
would have to go back to work as rural 


labourers. That was the right hon. 
Gentleman’s view of the commercial 


condition this country has arrived at, 
and the figures the hon. Member for 
East Mayo gave as to the amount of 
money you have lost in raising this loan 
in consequence of the depreciation of 
British credit presented a very °°” ous 
matter for consideration, becaus. nere 
we have a loan of £60,000,000 upon 
which we have to pay interest, while the 
sum we have actually got comes near 
£10,000,000 less. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: We have 
got more than £56,000,000. 


Mr. DILLON: My point was that 
we were getting £8,000,000 or £9,000,000 
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less than a loan of £60,000,000 would 
have realised two years ago. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes, 


that is perfectly true. That is the con- 


dition of things which arisen in a con- | 


dition of prosperity such as this country 
has never seen before. When you have 


had enormous revenue returns and taxa- | 
tion yielding an amount it has never | 


yielded before. When your finances 
were in this state you cut down the 
Sinking Fund, which was the source to 
which you might look as a war chest. 
You depleted what I ventured to call 
the war chest in a time of great pros- 


perity, and now you are reaping the | 
consequences of the policy, and you find | 


that when war has ¢ome upon you the 
condition of your public credit has been 
damaged, as the hon. Member for East 


Mayo has said, by placing your public | 


resources at the disposal of other coun- 
tries. England seems to have lost that 
pre-eminence she so long enjoyed in the 
money markets of the world. You have | 
depreciated the public securities, the | 
consequence of which is that you have 
raised something like £9,000,000 less 
under the present loan than you would | 
have raised three or four years ago. All | 
these things are serious considerations 
to which the country chooses to shut its | 
eyes to-day, but on which it will have to 
open them to-morrow. I know people 
are very little disposed to look to the | 
serious consequences of this vast ex- 
penditure. The Prime Minister said 
the other day that he was floating with 
the tide, and he expressed the hope that | 
‘ the tide would turn. I, too, hope the | 
tide will turn, but I am quite sure the | 
Prime Minister of this country will have | 
nothing to do with the turning of the 
tide, and that when the tide turns there 
will be a very different policy in this 
country than that which has brought 
us to our present position. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
intend to enter upon all the points in 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman. 
We have heard many of them before. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 


you will hear them again. 


And 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: But I wil 


L 
say one thing—that, given the fact a 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


| one 
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, a great and expensive war, it is inevitable, 
| of course, that Consols should not be at 
| so high a price as at a time of peace ; and 
| although there has been a serious redue- 
‘tion in the price of Consols in the last 
‘three years, that is due partly to our 
borrowing, and partly to the general 
| fall in the value of first-class securities, 
but very little, I think, to the cause to 
which the right hon. Gentleman attri- 
butes it all--namely, the reduction of 
the Sinking Fund. You must remember 
/that Consols, now producing little more 
than 24 per cent., are still pretty nearly 
double the price at which 3 per cent. 
Consols stood during the war in the 


early part of last century. I may 
sav that not very many years ago 


securities which in the course of 
two years will pay only 24 per cent. 
would have been considered to be at a 
high price indeed if they had stood at 
the present market price of Consols. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo hardly 
treated me fairly in his comments on the 
Supplementary Estimates. He accused 
me of concealing from the House at 


‘the date of the Budget that which I 


knew perfectly well—namely, that there 
would be a Supplementary Estimate for 
£6,500,000 at the end of July. I am 
sure I wish I had the gift of propheey 
sufficiently to be able to foretell any- 
thing of that kind. I do not think any- 
else would charge me with con- 
cealment in my Budget speech. On the 
contrary, I had in the course of that 
speech to make statements, especially 
with regard to the financial condition 
of the Transvaal, which were anything 
but agreeable to me or to anyone in the 
House, and I made them to the best of my 
power honestly and _ straightforwardly. 
I could not tell whether a Supplemen- 
tary Estimate for South Africa would be 
required before the end of the present 
session. It was impossible for me to 
forecast it, but I did ask the House for 
means to provide for some expenditure 
beyond the Estimates, which had already 
been laid on the Table of the House. In 


the very passage the hon. Member 
himself read to the Committee, I 
anticipated further expenditure and 


asked for additional powers of borrowing 
in order to be able to meet it. 
Member accused me of unsound finance 
because I acted on the authority which 


The hon. 
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Parliament gave me to raise the whole 
of the £60,000,000. I can only say that 
[am quite convinced that in raising the 
whole of that sum at one and the same 
time I did my best for the financial 
of the country. The hon. 
said that since that time 
Consols have fallen heavily, owing 
to the operations of some of the 
American holders of the loan ; but the 
price now is not very much below the 
price at which it was issued, and I have 
not the slightest doubt that with every 
piece of improved news from South 
Africa the price will rise, probably 
until it much exceeds the issue price. 


interests 
Member 


The hon. Member has accused me 
as if it was a erime of admitting 


American financiers to share in this loan. 
[ was anxious to get the money at the 
best price I could, and when I received 
an offer from a group of American 
financiers together with a group in the 
City of London to take half of this 
loan at a figure which was high com- 
pared with the price of Consols on the 
day of the issue of the loan, I readily 
accepted it, being perfectly confident 
then, as I am perfectly confident now, 
that, as a financial operation, it was 


probably the best bargain for the 
country which had ever been carried 
out in connection with a loan of 


anything like the size. If it were worth 
while detaining the Committee I could 
show how my predecessor at the Ex- 
chequer, Sir George Cornewall Lewis, 
during the Crimean war found himself 
compelled to accept for a comparatively 
small amount of Consols a price very far 
below the market rate of the day when 
compared with the small difference at 
which [ was able to issue this loan. 

The hon. Member asks me for informa- 
tion with regard to the prospectus and 
the conditions of the loan. Well, Sir, 
the prospectus of the loan is a public 


document, anybody can see it, and, 


probably the hon. Member has seen it 
already. I can only say that the persons 
who took the first half of the loan took it 
upon precisely the same terms as any 
individual who took part of the public 


issue. [I could not, of course, give 
the names of all the persons who 


are at the present moment holding 
the loan. There are many hundreds. | 
I did, in answer to a question by the) 

' 
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‘ hon. Member for East Northamptonshire, 


state to the House who the firms were 
who tendered for the loan in the first 
instance. I have not the names by me, 
but I should be perfectly ready, if the 
hon. Gentleman desires it, to communi- 
cate them to him. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire asked me 
some questions with regard to a matter 
which will be debated on Tuesday next 
—namely, the Supplementary Estimate 
for South Africa. He seemed not to be 
able to understand the notes on the 
Supplementary Estimate with regard to 
the manner in which part of that Estimate 
may be in [future recouped to this 
country. Well, Sir, the object of the 
notes is this—to draw distinction between 
a certain part of the Supplementary Esti- 
mate, namely, £3,000,000, under the head 
of civil administration—estimated deficit 
on civil administration in the Transvaal, 
£1,500,000; supply of additional 
rolling stock for the Transvaal railways, 
£1,000,000 ; for the relief and resettle- 
ment of the inhabitants of the Transvaal, 
£500,000—and the remaining part of the 
Supplementary Estimate. We felt, for 
reasons which we shall be quite ready to 
explain on Tuesday, that these were 
charges which ought to be imposed on 
the first loan that can be issued by the 
Transvaal as soon as it is in a position 
to issue a loan. The notes state that the 
remainder will also, if possible, be 
charged on the Transvaal at a future 
date ; but we thought the charges which 
I have quoted to the Committee. con- 
sidering their nature, were charges 
which it was desirable to impose upon 
the Transvaal as soon as it could possibly 
be done, and therefore we drew the 
distinction. Of course with regard to 
the rest, and with regard, as I stated on 
a former occasion, to the expenses of the 
war, that is a matter we shall have to 
consider when we are able to decide 
how much of the expenses of the war 
can properly be charged to the Transvaal. 

I do not know that there is any other 


| point which has been alluded to to which 


it is necessary that I should give any 
reply. I am afraid the hon. Member for 


King’s Lynn is right, at any rate in this, 
that it is practically impossible for any 
alteration to be made in this Bill. 
sixty 


The 


millions have been issued on 
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the authority of the resolution 
this House. I think that is ample 
authority for the Chancellor of the 


{COMMONS} 


of | think it can be taken as coming into the 


Exchequer to act upon, and it is very | 
much more than my predecessors have | really made no difference as far as his 


required before acting in such a matter 
as this, for everyone knows that if a loan 
has to be issued it is of all things essential 
that it should be issued without delay. 
The loan has been issued, and it will, I 
believe, be confirmed by Parliament. If | 
the House of Commons should not 

desire to confirm it, all T can say is that | 
while my tenure of office would cease, 

Parliament would still have to face 

the fact that the loan has been issued by 

the authority of a resolution of the House | 
of Commons. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | 
Boroughs) thought the Committee were 
entitled to receive from the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer a somewhat fuller and 
more frank statement of the financial 
obligations of the country in respect of 


the current services of the year. What 
was the present position? Early in the 
session the Chaneellor of the Ex- 


chequer asked for authority to borrow 


£41,000,000 in respect of the war 
during the year. The total amount 


voted was £56,000,000, the remaining 
£15,000,000 coming out of current taxa- 
tion. It was perfectly clear that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer now realised 
that that estimate had broken down. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
mate ? 


Which esti- | 
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accounts of the present financial year. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that that 


argument was concerned. If the money 
had been paid out of funds which were 
in the hands of the Chancelolr of the 
Exchequer last year there might he 
something in the contention. But 
whether the Bills accrued before or after 
31st March made no difference, they 
were paid out of moneys voted this vear. 
There was a balance, therefore, of only 
£20,000,000 to cover the whole of the 
remaining eight months of the financial 
year. The expenditure was at the rate 
of £2.000,000 a week. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE pointed out 
that in the seventeen weeks since Ist 
April we had spent £36,000,000, and, 
therefore. we had been paying at the 
rate of £2,000,000 a week. Previously, 
when the weekly expenditure was given 
as £1,250,000, bills were being thrown 
over, and that amount was not the real 
cost. The payment of bills could be 
postponed for a certain time but not for 
ever, Evidently the time had now come 
when it could be postponed no longer, 
and we were paying the actual cost of 
the war week by week. Would any 
Minister ask the Committee to believe 
that if during the last few months the 
expenditure had been at the rate of 


£2,000,000 a week, during the ensuing 


| eight months it would be only £700,000 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The estimate 
of £41,000,000 to be borrowed, and 
£15,000,000 to come out of taxation, 
for the expenses of the war during the 
present financial year. A very startling 
statement had that day been made by 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office, 
and not even those who took the most 
pessimistic view could possibly have 
thought the situation was as bad as that 
statement implied. According to the 
noble Lord, during the four months since 
31st March last, £36,000,000 had been 
spent on the war. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : A consider- 
able portion of that expenditure must 
have been incurred last year. I do not | 


Sir M. Ilicks Beach 


or £810,000? Parliament would very 
soon separate, and it was clear that no 
Supplementary Estimate was to be pre- 
sented. The Government ought really 
to take the Committee into its confidence 
and state exactly how matters stood. At 
the beginning of the last financial year 
the Committee were told that a certain 
proportion of the expenditure would be 
met out of taxation and the remainder 
raised by loan. The disproportion be- 
tween the two amounts did not then 
seem very great, but before the end ot 
the year another £20,000,000 were 
borrowed. There was, therefore, a ms- 
take of about 50 per cent. in the caleula- 
tion for the year. Exactly the same 
thing was again happening. Profiting 
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by the lesson of last year, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had provided for an 
extra £15,000,000 by way of loan, but 
even that he now knew was insufficient. 





*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No, I do not. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman say that, in his 
opinion, it will be sufficient to cover the 
whole expenses of the year ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That is a 
statement which it is impossible for me 
to make, for the simple reason that the 
hon. Member asks me to prophesy for 
eight months ahead. But this I can tell 
him, although I think the statement 
would come with greater authority from 
my right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for War—the cause of whose 
absence [ am sure every Member of this 
House deplores—-that, having gone very 
carefully into the anticipated expenses of 
the war during the autumn and winter, 
we believe that the sums already voted 





will suffice at any rate until the middle 
of February, and, if things go well, until 


the end of the financial year. That is 
the reason we have not thought it 


necessary to ask Parliament for a further 
Supplementary Estimate for the war 
during the course of the present session. 
I do not think I can make a more 
definite statement than that. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he wished 
to endorse the expressions of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer with regard to 
the Secretary of State for War. He was 
sure they all regretted deeply the very 
sad affliction which had fallen upon him. 
He would point out, however, that the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman was an 
admission that the Estimate was not 
sufficient. The Estimate as originally 
presented to Parliament was an estimate 
tor the whole of the financial year. 
question to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was whether he was still of 
opinion that, taking all the facts into 
account, that was an accurate Estimate, 
and the reply of the right hon. Gentleman 
was that including the £15,000,000-—— 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No. The 
power to borrow and the power to spend 
are two different things. As far as 


\ 








His | 
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(borrowing is concerned, I certainly do 


not suppose I shall require any further 
powers. With regard to the power to 


expend, the money voted should, as I say, 
carry us on to the middle of February. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
in the powers to expend the right hon. 
Gentleman included the £6,500,000 to 
be asked for in the following week. 


*Smir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 


' Member was asking me about the military 


expenditure. So far as the total expendi- 
ture is concerned, of course it includes 
the Estimate to be considered on Tues- 
day next. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE contended 
that that was an admission that, at any 
rate to the extent of £6,500,000, the 
original Estimate was wrong. The 
South African Constabulary were being 
used for military purposes, and therefore 
the £3,000,000 voted under that head 
were for men employed on ordinary 
military duties. Another £1,000,000 
were towards the repairs of the railway. 
Yet with those sums and with the Supple 
mentary Estimate of £6,500,000, all the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was pre- 
pared to say was that the money voted 
was sufficient to carry the matter on until 
the middle of February. But there were 
another six weeks before the end of the 
financial year. 


*Stir M. HICKS BEACH: I said that 
if things went well it would carry us to 
the end of the financial year. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE supposed that 
if things went well there would be a 
handsome surplus ; but things were not 
going well from a financial point of view. 
We were spending more money than 
ever on the war. Last year the expendi- 
ture was £1,250,000 a week ; this year 
it was over £2,000,000. 
: Not now. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH 


: What are we 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 


spending now ? 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member has already been answered. I 
heard my noble friend the Financial 
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afternoon that the weekly expenditure 
was £1,250,000. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that even 
now the war expenditure was higher 
than it was at this time last year. They 
had now only got a balance of £20,000,000 
to face an eight months campaign. 
Last year the whole of Cape Colony and 
a considerable part of the Orange River 
Colony had been cleared, and also a con- 
siderable part of the Transvaal had been 
occupied. What had they to face now ? 
Half the Cape was in the hands of the 
rebels. Hardly any of the Orange River 
Colony was in our possession except the 
lines of communication. In the Trans- 
vaal they held only the lines of communi- 
cation and some of the principal towns. 
Even in Natal orders had been given to 
clear a portion of the country. How 
could it be said, in the face of these facts, 
that £20,000,000 would be sufficient to 
cover the eight months which was in 
front of them. If the Government 
were going to borrow more money the 
House ought to know it now. Nothing 
upset the money market more than those 
constant borrowings. The money mar- 
ket ought to know the amount that was 
going to be put upon it, because borrow- 
ints disquieted things, and created un- 
certainty, for nobody knew what was 
going to happen. Last year the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer told them that 
the war would be over in September, 
and he was now of the opinion that the 
war expenditure would about 
£1.250,000 per week. 


M. HICKS BEACH: That was 
not my estimate, but it is the estimate 
of the War Office, and I am not respon- 
sible for those estimates. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
gled that the right hon. Gentleman 
repudiated all responsibility for those 
estimates. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No, no. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
in this matter the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had shown a shrewd idea of 
what was coming. 


be 


* SIR 


*sirn M. HICKS BEACH: I must pro- 
test against that way of putting it. I, 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 
Secretary to the War Office state this | 
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have already stated, in reply to the hon. 
Member, as clearly as I could, that after 
having gone into this matter fully with 
the Secretary of State for War I was of 
opinion that no Supplementary Estimate 
is required now, and that the sums 
already voted will last till the middle of 
February, and, if things go well, till the 
end of the year. The hon. Member js 
trying to saddle me with financial 
calculations which have been given by 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office in answer to a question to-day, 
which answer I have not gone into at 
all. That is another matter altogether. 
I do not question the figures given, but 
they are not my figures. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that if 
the right hon. Gentleman said that he 
was not going to accept the responsi- 
bility for those calculations he had no- 
thing more to say upon that subject, 
but he wished to know whether, in the 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman, he 
thought it would be necessary to borrow 
any more money during the present 


financial year. 

*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: I have 
already said “* no.” 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said _ they 


would now know what value to attach 
to the Estimates given them up to the 
present. They had broken down trom 
time to time, but now he had got a posi- 
tive answer from the right hon. Gentle- 
man. In the opinion of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the money already 
borrowed was sufficient to carry on the 
war during the present financial year, 
and it would not be necessary to borrow 
more money. That was all the informa- 
tion he wished to elicit from the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
there was one remark of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer which required further 
elucidation. He was not making any 
attack upon the right hon. Gentleman, 
beeause he felt sure that he was bearing 
the burdens of the whole Government 
rather than those of his own Department. 
He wished to know why no provision was 
made before for the expense of the Baden 
Powell police force, which would cost 
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about £2,500,000, a sum which they 
now found for the first time in the Esti- 
mate. A great many of the questions 
with which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had been embarrassed this 
afternoon had already been answered 
by questions across the floor of the House. 
With regard to the question put by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire as to what would | 
he done with the £19,000,000 excess 
which had been borrowed, the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer said that he 
could not use any of that money for the 
grvices of the year without an Esti- 
mate. Some weeks ago the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer gave the same answer 
upon this point which he had given to-| 
night. The Estimate which had _ been | 
presented enabled the right hon. Gentle- 
man to spend £7,000,000 more out of 
the borrowed money, and he thought 
that they had a right to complain of this. 
The real object of the Amendment was 
to express the opinion that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had already 
borrowed too much. He did not think 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had managed to clear himself of that 
charge by all the explanations which he 
had made. He did not know whether 
his hon. friend intended to press 
Amendment. He had moved that the 
amount should be reduced from 
£60,000,000 to £10,000,000, but there 
would be great difficulties in voting to 
reduce the amount to £10,000,000. 
He was unable to follow the argument 
of his hon. friend with regard to the loan 
which should have been fastened upon 
the Transvaal. It was admitted that 
that would have been a costly proceeding, 
and it would have been foolish, because 








his 
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| market. 


they would not succeed in recovering | 


the amount from the Transvaal. On 
the grounds given by the hon. Member 
for reducing this amount to £10,000,000 
it would be impossible for many of them 
to follow him. He thought they ought 
to have an Amendment setting forth 
that too much money had been _bor- 
rowed. The Chancellor of the  Ex- 
chequer had admitted that he had taken 


about £8,000,000 or £9,000.000 more | 


than was necessary, and the Committee | 


ought to consider whether it was a wise | 


thing under all the circumstances to do 
that. The sum of £18,000,000 more 


| 
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than the Estimate had been borrowed, 
and although the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had stated that he had the 
approval of the House in borrowing this 
money, he could not claim to have had 
the complete approval of the House, 
because the resolution provided that 
any amount up to £60,000,000 might 
be borrowed. The right hon. Gentle- 
man might have borrowed £40,000,000 


(or £50,000,000, and he might have left 


the balance, to be borrowed later, but the 
very next day the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer borrowed the full £60,000,000. 
In the face of what had happened he 
thought the Committee might well con- 
sider whether the wisest course had been 
pursued. 

There was another matter he wished 
to draw attention to, and which the right 
hon. Gentleman was very indignant 
about when he raised the question 
before. He pointed out that to place a 
load of £60,000,000 upon the market 
it was necessary to divide it into two 
parts, £30,000,000 for the syndicate of 


| bankers and £30,000,000 to be put on 


the market in the ordinary way. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer thought 
that this was a wise proceeding. He 
had now announced that there had been 
difficulties about this, and the very 
difficulty that he pointed out at the tine 
had arisen. He pointed out to the 
House at the time that those foreign 
bankers would not have the same dis- 
position to consider the interests of this 
country that the people of this country 
would feel. Those foreign bankers took 
up loans to make money, and they were 
prepared at any moment to put a large 
portion of the loan on the English money 
The great fall which had taken 
place in the price of Consols was caused 
by a realisation of part of this loan by 
those who had taken it up. If the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had asked 
for £20,000,000 or £10,000,000 less, 
there would have been a great deal less 
strain upon the market. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had taken the smallest 
amount instead of the largest, and 
just sufficient to carry him through the 
emergencies, the fall in the price of 
Consols might have been avoided. They 
would not get out of their difficulties 
until methods of economy were adopted 
by the Government, and more particu- 








907 Loan 


chequer, who was always preaching 
economy, but did not practise it. When 
only £40,000,000 were wanted the right 
hon. Gentleman borrowed £60,000,000, 
and he took a margin of £18,000,000. 
This was the reason that such a great 
blow had been given at the national 
credit, and now there was scarcely a day 
passed without some other extravagant 
proposal was made. The right hon. 
Gentleman treated these millions in too 
light a way, and no amount of manipu- 
lation would get them out of their diffi- 
culties until the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer resolved that he would scruti- 
nise closely every Estimate, and refuse 
every appeal made to him for money, 
and until he refused to raise more money 
than was absolutely necessary. A paper 
had just been circulated dealing with the 
finances of France for the past year. 
There was a very interesting page com- 
paring the finances of France during 
the past thirty or forty years. In the 
six years which followed the defeat of 
France by Germany France had to pay 
the cost of her own war with Germany, 
all the German costs, the cost of the 
restoration of the country, and also the 
war indemnity ; and yet the estimates. 
of France rose in smaller proportion 
than our own Estimates had done since 
the right hon. Gentleman became Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. France stood 
all those burdens without providing 
money in such a reckless fashion as the 
present Government had done. Under 
these circumstances he thought they 
might fairly ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to borrow as little as possible 
and thus protect the national credit. 


Mr. CAWLEY said that under the 
circumstances he begged leave to with- | 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
‘That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.”’ 


{COMMONS} 


larly by the Chancellor of the Ex-; Gentleman had a balance in hand of 


| 
| 
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twenty millions. The cost of the war at 

(present was at the rate of £2,000,000 
per week. It followed as a necessary 
consequence if this rate of expenditure 
yas maintained that in ten weeks the 
right hon. Gentleman would be at the 
end of his resources. They knew per. 
fectly well that ten weeks would not take 
them to the end of the financial year. 
Was the right hon. Gentleman merely 
speculating on the chance of the war 
coming to a close before the end of the 
financial year, or upon such reductions 
being made in the war expenditure as 
to reduce the amount to a million per 
week 


*Sir_ M. HICKS BEACH: I have 
already answered that question. | stated 
that there is a very considerable redue- 
tion in the weekly expenditure already, 
and I have reason to anticipate a large 
reduction before long. I have gone into 
the matter very carefully, and I have 
told the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
that I believe that there is no necessity 
for a further Estimate for military pur- 
poses until next session at any rate. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Han- 
lets, Poplar) said that the point raised 
with regard to these figures was a very 
important one. He wished to know 
if the right hon. Gentleman admitted 
or denied the figures which had _ been 
stated to the House. In reply to the 
question this afternoon a representative 
of the War Office stated that since the 
21st of March last £36,000,000 had _ been 
spent upon the war. Last March the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer took 
£56,000,000, and that would now leave 
him a balance in hand of £20,000,000. 
They were now asked to vote £7,000,000 
as a Supplementary Estimate, and that 
would only leave the right hon. Gentle 
man £13,000,000 in hand. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: I have not 
gone into the figures given by the 


' Financial Secretary to the War Office in 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he should like the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer to explain how with the | 
balance in hand he would be able to go | 
on until January next. In his judgment 
it would be impossible. The right hon. | 


Mr. Lough. 


' them. 


answer to a question to-day, and there- 
fore it is impossible for me to deal with 
I am sure that my noble friend 
said something about part of that amount 
not coming into the accounts of the 
year. Precisely what it is I do not know, 
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put 1 doubt whether thirty six millions 
comes into the accounts of the year. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he under- 
stood from those figures that the amounts 
were £58,000,000 and £18,000,000, 
which made a total of £76,000,000, 
and against that £36,000,000 had already 
heen spent. The representative of the 
War Office was asked what the war 
had cost since last March and he was 
told £36,000,000. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer now said that he doubted 
that estimate. He thought they ought 
to ask the Government to place on the 
table some figures in order that the 
House might really see how they stood. 
He understood that last March the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer asked for 
£18,500.000 in addition to the sum 
which he thought would be spent in 
the current year in warlike and other 
expenses, and that £10,000,000 of that 
sum was not to be spent for warlike 
purposes, but was to be devoted to paying 
of Treasury Bills. Five months later 
the right hon. Gentleman came to the 
House and admitted that practically 


the whole of that £18,500,000 had 
gone. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, I do 
not. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said _ he 
certainly understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to say that he had gone 


carefully into these matters with the 
Secretary of State for War, and that he 
had come to the conclusion that at the 
present diminishing rate of expenditure 
the amount voted last March would last 
him to the middle of next February. 


*Srr. M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, I 
spoke of the expenditure, not of the 
borrowing powers. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said they 
were told last March that the Estimates 
and expenditure voted would last them 
for the whole year. Within the last 
three or four months the Estimates of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and of 
the War Office had been grossly and 
greatly exceeded, and now they were 
asked to vote another £7,000,000 which 
practically was war expenditure. Thev 
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might end their present financial year 
without any further Estimate, but they 
would have spent some £14,000,000 more 
than was provided tor by the Estimates. 
This was a proof of their contention 
that in the Budget the right hon. 
Gentleman did not raise sufficient by 
taxation. Under the circumstances he 
thought that they might venture to 
doubt the very sanguine Estimates of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. In 
his opinion many millions more would 
be required, and the Estimates which 


had been presented to them would 
prove illusory. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE said that as 


far as he could see Parliament would 
have to be called together in the menth 
of October or November next. 


*Sm M. 
not. 


HiCKS BEACH: Certainly 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had at 
present £20,000,000 in hand. He did 
not admit that the expenditure would be 
£2,000,000 per week, but he admitted 
that it would be £1,250,000 per week. 
Let them assume that it would he 
£2,000,000 per week. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: But it is not 
£2.000.000. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said that, assum- 
ing the war expenditure would be 
one and a quarter millions per week, 
the right hon. Gentleman appeared to 
think that his resources would last 
until next February, while in reality 
they would only carry him on to the 
middle of November. If the expenses 
went on at the present rate of £1,250,000 
a week this money would only carry 
on the right hon. Gentleman to the 
middle of November. At the commence- 
ment of the war the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s views were somewhat roseate. 
He asked the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to say what would be done, 
if during the next few weeks the cost 
went on at the present rate. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: We certainly 
should have decided to introduce a 
Supplementary Estimate for military 
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purposes now if we had not satisfied 
ourselves that we have sufficient means 
in the Estimates already voted for 
military expenditure up to the date | 
have named. I hope now the Govern- 
ment will be allowed to get the present 
stage of the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had stated that 
the fact that more money should have 
been borrowed was no reason why they 
should not pass this Bill. The Committee 
should know exactly what they were 
going to borrow during the present finan- 
cial year, and they should not have two 
or three borrowings during the year. The 
reason that Consols were down in price 
was really because of the way in which 
the Government had borrowed. Loan 
after loan had been thrown on the 
market. He understood from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that the war on 
the average was only going to cost 
£500,000 to the end of the financial year. 
Did any man in his senses really mean to 
say that the war was going to cost only 
£500,000 a week for the remaining weeks 
of the year! If the war were over, and 
if they were simply doing the work of 
occupation and settling down the coun- 
try. it would cost more than that. He 
thought they had a right to ask for a com- 
plete statement of what the require- 
ments of the situation were. He heard 
that some of the troops were to return 
from South Africa. There was no pro- 
vision made for transport, but that 
would require money. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said he felt that the system of finance 
which involved in this Bill 


Was was 


thoroughly bad. He disapproved of 
the system of borrowing and adding to 


the National Debt, instead of adding to 
the taxation of the country, by, for in- 


{COMMONS} 
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stance, increasing the death duties jn 
proportion to the way the income tax had 
been increased, or by taxing land values 
in towns, or some other alternative, 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not entitled to go into that. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said he was not 
going into that. Every economist who 
had written on the subject held that if 
they added to the National Debt for un- 
remunerative expenditure the whole of 
that addition of debt fell upon labour, 
[An Hon. MemBer: No.] He invited 
the hon. Member who had disputed the 
statement to name an economist who 
took another view. The sacrifice 0 
made by labour did not accrue to the 
benefit of the nation at large, but it 
aecrued simply to the benefit of those 
capitalists who lived upon their invest- 
ments. Before the war began the 
Government could borrow at 23 per 
cent.. but some of the renewals of Treasury 
Bills since then had been made at 44 per 
cent. per annum. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the 
Government had acted with singular 
lack of courage in raising money by loan, 
and throwing the burden on_ posterity 
instead of putting it on the taxation of the 
country. Those who were in favour of 
the war should be made to pay for it, 
and thus have it brought home to them 
that war was a costly as well as a bloody 
pastime. Besides being better finance 
and better for the country it would have 
been more courageous and more prin- 
cipled to raise a larger amount of the 
money by taxation. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 216; 
Noes, 111. (Division List No. .387) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


Bill, Charles 


Bartley, George, C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol ) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W.B.(Hants.) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 


Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert é 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
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Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord A°wyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox.Irwin Ed ward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dann, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munre (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Aigernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJ oachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall | 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG, Midd’x | 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry | 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.£,) | 
Ambrose, Robert | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Boland, John | 
Boyle, James 
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Amendment ; 
to-morrow. 


Bill reported, without 
to be read the third time 


NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED FUND]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


|Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ! 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That it is expedient to make further 
provision for the Construction of Works 
in the United Kingdom and elsewhere 
for the purposes of the Royal Navy, and 
to authorise the issue, out of the Con- 
solidated Fund, of such sums, not ex- 
ceeding in the whole £6,157,000, as may 
be required for those purposes, and to 
apply the provisions of the Naval Works 
Act, 1895 (as to the mode of raising 
money), to the said purposes, and to 
authorise the Treasury to borrow such 
sums as have been issued for the purpose 
o' the Naval Works Acts, 1896 and 1897, 
and which the surplus applied under Sec- 
tion 4 of the Naval Works Act, 1896, 
was insufficient to pay.”—(Mr. Prety- 
man.) 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Henry J. Wilson and 
Mr. Edward Morton. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I thought the hon. 
Member was going to make a statement. 
My observations will be strictly of a pre- 
liminary character, relating to the time 
of the session at which we are called 
upon to enter upon the consideration 
of these Estimates. This is one of those 
mysterious resolutions in Committee of 
Ways and Means against which I have 
been in the habit of protesting on every 
possible occasion. Nothing is known 
of them until they are read from the 
Chair. I think that every occasion of 
this kind should be availed of as a fresh 
argument to urge upon the Government 
to change the procedure in respect to 
this matter. Only when some direct 
public inconvenience or injury can arise 
by the premature disclosure of the facts— 
only, in fact, in respect of certain parts of 
the Budget of the vear—ought there to 
be this mystery or want of full disclosure 
of what the House is to be invited in 
Committee to vote. I know I should not 
be in order in referring to the sister 
resolution relating to military works 
which stands next on the Paper, but I 
would run the risk of being out of order 
so that I may express, what I am sure is 
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the universal feeling of the House—the| my hon. friend near me has not initiated 


feeling of sympathy with the Secretary of | 


State for War under the terrible domestic 
calamity which has just befallen him. 


What I complain of is the time of the | 


session at which we are called upon to 
enter on the consideration of the Naval 
Works Bill and the Military Works Bill. 
There is no reason that I can see for the 
delay, and I can only conclude that there 
must be a desire in some quarter—surely 
not among the right hon. Gentlemen 
on the opposite bench—to take advantage 
of the lassitude of Parliament, in the last 
days of the session, in order to get a 
ready approval of these proposals. They 
are important proposals, full of the most 
important details. There are many 
members of the House who take an 
interest in and are well qualified to 
form a judgment upon them ; and the 
House ought to have the fullest and 
amplest opportunity of investigating 
them. And yet, on this the first day 
of August, only the first step has been 
taken in bringing them before the 
House. I have looked back to previous 
years, and [ find that similar Bills 
were introduced as early as February, 
but never later than June; at any 
rate, there is no case in which, within 
sight of the close of the session, a Bill has 
been introduced and laid on the Table 
involving such large sums and expendi- 
ture of the most serious kind. Re- 
member, these are Bills which will in- 
volve the expenditure of not one year 
only, but of many years; and on that 
geound they require all the more careful 
consideration by members of the House. 
It is not treating the House of Commons 
fiirly. I would even say that it amounts 
to flouting the House of Commons— 
unless under the pressure of the most 
extraordinary circumstances—to intro- 
duce such Bills when we have only two 
or three weeks at the outside to consider 
them. I think it right at once to make 
this protest against the most unnecessary 


delay, as I cannot but believe it to be, but | 
certainly the most unusual and incon- | 
venient delay which has attended their | 


introduction. 


a discussion on the details of the Bill. 
He has followed strictly in the footsteps 
of precedent. We have always found it 
more convenient to raise discussion 
on details at a later stage, because of the 
nature of the case. It is certainly from 
no desire to conceal anything from the 
House. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
objected in general to the practice of 
having a resolution moved from the 
Chair which has not previously been in 
the hands of members. I do not think 
it would be convenient to discuss the 
order of procedure at the present moment, 
and I have refrained from answering 
the right hon. Gentleman on previous 
occasions when he has made the same 


complaint. My objection to the idea of 
putting down beforehand a formal 


resolution is that it would really add 
another stage to the Bill. Take an 
ordinary Bill, not a Money Bill; no 
account is given of it when it is intro- 
duced, and when private members intro- 
duce a Bill they never give any explana- 
tion of it at that stage. The House; in 
its wisdom, has, however, said that the 
first stage of a Bill involving money 
shall be split up into two, and that it 
shall be debated on the Committee stage 
and the Report stage. That may be 
right or wrong, but it would be more 
inconvenient to add, or invite, an elabo- 
rate discussion on the First Reading. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): We are discussing a resolution 
that is only before us in manuscript. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That has been 
the practice. It may be right to put a 
Money Bill on an equality with other 
Bills, but that would not be done by 
making the preliminary stage more 
cumbrous. The third objection of the 
right hon. Gentleman is that this Bill 
is brought in too late in the session. The 
right hon. Gentleman has not got his 
dates quite right. My hon. friend near 
me tells me that on the last occasion on 
which a Bill of this kind was introduced 


‘it was not in February or June, but in 
| July. 


That showed that the right hon. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | Gentleman’s observations were based on 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, | an imperfect acquaintance with the facts. 
E.): The right hon. Gentleman has|I am sorry that the House has got to 
raised three points. 


The first is that | discuss any Bill in August, but I venture 


2L2 
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to say that no man has done so much to 


get controversial work over at a reason- | 


able period than I have; and when the 
most important questions were discussed 
at the end of August and in September 
the inconvenience was much greater than 
the mitigated inconvenience this session. 
I am sorry that the House has not had 
the Bill before it at an earlier period of the 
session, but I may point out the character 
of the Bill is one with which the House 
is quite familiar, and that the House has 
already assented, for the most part, to 
the works proposed. Unless I am much 
mistaken, there are only two novelties in 
the Bill, namely, the breakwater at 
Malta, and further coaling facilities for 
the Fleet. 


Mr. EDMUND 
What about Hong Kong ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
think there is any novelty about 
that. These are works with which the 
House is already familiar and has ap- 
proved of, and the real inconvenience 
to which the right hon. Gentleman has 
alluded does not exist. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say as 
much of the Military Bill, although I am 
a little out of order in referring to it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will reserve 
my remarks on that Bill until it comes on. 


*\iIr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he had ventured to point out that 
there was no real opportunity of dis- 
cussing the Loan Bill, because when 
the Committee had once authorised 
the issue of sixty millions it was impos- 
sible to mend that. If his right hon. 
friend reflected he would see that that 
was a reason for discussion at this pre- 
liminary Committee stage. If it was 
useful, and sometimes absolutely neces- 
sary, to discuss a Bill on a money 
resolution, then some means should be 
found to furnish the House with a copy 
of what it was discussing. H+ ventured 
to say that there were not half a dozen. 
or even three, members of the Committee 
who knew exactly the sum mentioned 
in this resolution. What*he suggested 


was that, when a resolution was put from | 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


ROBERTSON : | 


‘curring practice. It 


‘that 
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ithe Table a printed copy of it should be 
made simultaneously accessible to the 
members. That was a very reasonable 
proposition, marked by all that modesty 
which he desired to cultivate in this 


[Consolidated Fund]. 


House. Now the amount asked for was 
£6,157,000. That wasa huge sum. He 


said nothing of the time of its introdue- 
tion. The Naval Works Bill of 1895 
saddled us with an estimated expendi- 
ture of £8,000,000 for bricks and mortar, 
The Bill of 1896 raised it to £14,000,000; 
that of 1897 to £17,000,000 ; and that of 
1899 to £23,000,000: If the £6,100,000 
proposed by this Bill were, as he pre 
sumed, to be added thereto, it made the 
total expenditure raised by this parti- 
cular method to an enormous sum of 
nearly £30,000,000. Once expenditure 
was agreed to by this method of a Bill 
authorising a large expenditure in a lump 
sum over many years, it absolutely 
escaped the control of the House. He 
fully admitted that there were circum- 
stances which made it desirable, or even 
necessary, to raise at times money by this 
method, but it should be only on rare 
Yet it had now become a re- 
was a_ chronic 
disease of the Admiralty, and no remon- 
strances were of any avail. The House 
would also observe that the Naval Works 
vote out of annual revenue was also con- 
stantly growing. In 1895 it was £500,000, 
in 1896 it was £618,000, in 1897 it was 
£649,000, in 1898 £650,000, in 1899 
£795,000, in 1900 £886,000, and in 
1901 it was £1,043,000; but, none 
the there was a constant 
disposition to recur to measures of 
this kind of permanent expenditure 
when the money was taken out of Joan 
repayable by terminable annuities. But 
was not all. No sooner had the 
Admiralty agreed to make a dockyard 
or a breakwater, but along came the 
War Office and said, ‘‘ We must defend 
these works.’’ The consequence was 
that every harbour and breakwater had 
/inecreased the demand for War Office 
expenditure. Whatever had been done 
at Gibraltar had incited not only in- 
creased Admiralty expenditure, but in- 
creased expenditure for military purposes. 
| Therefore, when his hon. friend asked for 
| six millions it would involve two, three, or 
| four millions more for military purposes. 
| This was a very serious matter. All 


occasions. 


less, 
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this enormous expenditure on bricks and | privilege to tell them, in the shape of a 


mortar was due almost entirely to panic. 


Jt began in the year 1860, when we 
agreed to what was called “fortify the 
dockyards,”’ and it meant only one thing ; 


that we had lost confidence in ships, 
and were acquiring increased confidence 


in walls. Formerly we were con- 
teat to believe that our dockyards 
could be defended by our ships;| 


and that the harbours which nature had 
given us could be rendered secure with 


smallimprovements. Now we seemed to | 


believe that our ships were to be defended 
by our dockyards. The torpedo scare 


was at the bottom of a large part of the. 


expenditure. He was not at all disposed 
to sav that the scare was unreasonable. 


The gyroscope, which kept the torpedo | 


on the same vertical plane, and the other 
improvements introduced, which had 
increased the range of the torpedo from 
400 yards to 2.000 yards, made that a 
formidable weapon of offence. At the 
same time, he did not believe that the 
proper defence of fleets against torpedoes 
was a brick wall or a boom. The true 
defence for a cruiser or a battleship was, 
either to be at sea and at speed, or if at 
anchor, to meet torpedo boats by torpedo 
destroyers. We were dealing with huge 
sums of money, and the sums presented 
to the Committee were not the whole 
sims that must be spent ; there were 
other sums to follow. Mistake after 
mistake had been made by Government 
after Government in regard to works. 
It had been proved by Lord Palmerston 
to be impossible to construct the Suez 
Canal; or, if possible, that it would ruin 
England! That canal had been made, 
and of all countries in the world which 
it had benefited the first was England. 


Again, there were the Alderney Works. | 


We were told that Alderney was so near. 
Cherbourg that a breakwater end forti- 


fications were absolutely necessary there. | 


These were begun in 1851 and continued 
till 1871, and after a million and a half 
hal been spent on them they were 
abandoned. He believed a very great 
mistake was made at Gibraltar, where 
the works were put on the wrong side, 
and nothing was done on the right side. 


When the time arrived he would show | 


that that conclusion had been supported 
by governors, admirals, generals, and 


engineers, and it had been his humble | 


| pamphlet, what a terrible mistake had 
'been made. He believed a similar mis- 
‘take was being made at Hong Kong. 
Therefore we could not accept the state- 
ments of so-called experts upon works 
with absolute blind confidence or without 


inquiry. 
Now, when, in 1860, the first vote 
for fortifications was asked in the 


House the whole question was referred 
‘to a Committee of military experts, 
who sat for a long time and made 
long reports, which reports were to a 
large extent acted upon. But this 
thirty millions of expenditure had 
been resolved upon as the result of no 
inquiry except within the four walls of 
the Admiralty, and the plans had grown 
up from day to day, and with them the 
expenditure had grown. The most mis- 
chievous Department in the Govern- 
ment was the Works Department of the 
Admiralty, which had the spending of 
the money—-the prey of expert engineers 
of various sorts. He believed they would 
end by bricking up the First Lord 
himself. They said to the Naval Lords, 
‘* You are only sailors,”’ and to the First 
Lord, “‘ You are only a civilian, but we 


are engineers. You must give us 
thirty-three millions. If we make mis- 
takes that does not matter. We wiil 


listen to no dictation.’”’ This Works 
Department acted most mischievously ; 
it was without imagination; it had 
no belief in anybody but itself; it 
claimed to be the sole depositary of all 
knowledge and all invention, and it 
absolutely refused to take any suggestion 
from anybody outside itself. He would 
remind the Committee of what happened 
with the Mississippi. For generations 
that river had been the despair of Ameri- 
'can engineers. They could never get 
more than ten feet of water in the main 
channel, with the result that the whole 
‘trade of the river, which served a large 
part of the continent, was checked. 
Then camealong a man named Eads—a 
name which should be immortal. He 
was no departmental engineer, and all 
the eminent and departmental engineers 
laughed at him. His plan was to plant 
osiers and put down willow-beds to make 
' the river hold, and thus allow the river 
to dredge out a channel for itself. Mr. 
Eads offered to carry out his scheme 
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on the principle cf “ no cure, no pay.’ 
At last he was allowed to try it, and the’ 
result was that in four years Eads’ plan 
increased the depth of the channel from 
ten feet to twenty-six feet. Now, why 
should not the English Admiralty adopt 


side? There might be, in regard 
to the works at Gibraltar, an Eads in 
England capable of enunciating new 
ideas. At any rate, if this Works De- 
partment was to be entrusted with the 
expenditure of six millions, it should 
only be after full inquiry. When, in 
1860. Lord Palmerston introduced an 
exactly similar resolution on the Fortifi- 
cations Bill, Mr. Lindsay moved an 
Amendment which was debated on the 
2nd of August, 1860. | He now proposd 
to move a similar Amendment, which 
was— 

“To leave out all after the word ‘that’ 

in order to insert the following words ‘in 
view of the fact that an expenditure of over 
£23,000,000, to be raised by terminable 
annuities, has been already authorised by the 
Naval Works Acts, 1895 to 1899, in addition 
to annual grants for works, it is not desir vble 
to further increase this expenditure until a full 
inquiry has been made into the character of 
the naval works already in progress.” 
His object was not to put a stop to all 
expenditure on works, but that they 
should have some connected idea of what 
was going on, and that before they were 
asked for such an enormous expenditure 
they should be put in possession of some 
such information as was given before the 
final steps were taken in 1860. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: For a good many 
years it has been contrary to custom to 
accept a reasoned Amendment in Com- 
mittee, but practically the hon. Member's 
Amendment would be a direct negative. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he did 
not know whether the Chairman was 
suggesting a question of ruling on a 
matter of order or was suggesting a 
question. He would point out that an 
exactly similar Amendment was moved 
on the 2nd August, 1860. Lord Palmer- 
ston moved a resolution in the following 
terms— 

‘That it is the opinion of this Committee 
that, towards providing for the constructior of 
works for the defence of the Royal Dockyards 


and Arsenals, and of the Ports of Dover and | 
Portland, and for the creation of a Central 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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| Arsenal, a sum, not exceeding two million 
| pounds, be charged upon the Consclidated 
Fund of the United Kingdom, and that the 
Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury be 
| authorised and empowered to raise the said 
sum by Annuities tor a term not exceeding 


| thirty years ; and that such Annuities shall be 


that plan of seeking aid from the out- | Charged upon and be payable out of the said 


Consolidated Fund.” 
Mr. Lindsay then moved the following 
Amendment— 


“That, as the main defence of Great Britain 
against aggression depends on an efficient Navy, 
itis not now expedient to enter into a large 


expenditure on permanent land _fortifica- 
tions.” 
That was a reasoned Amendment. 


Further, he believed it was the fact that 
any resolution moved in Committee was 
liable to Amendment in Committee as in 
the House. That was the dictum laid 
down in the last edition of “ May's 
Parliamentary Practice,’’ and he believed 
there was no instance of a refusal on such 
an occasion as the present of a reasoned 
Amendment. He had given an instance 
of the acceptance of such an Amendment, 
but if he were told that the Standing 
Orders had been altered in the mean- 
time he would at once bow to the ruling 
of the Chair. He might add he was only 
introducing the Amendment, and did not 
suppose that he would have to press it to 
a division. He merely wished to define 
the position he took up in the matter. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I take it that it 
would be a very dangerous thing to go 
back to the old practice. I do not know 
whether the instance to which the hon. 
Member refers was part of the habitual 
practice at that time or whether it was 4 
single instance. But the fact that the 
hon. Member had to go back forty years 
to find an instance shows that during 
that period it has not been the practice 
of this House to accept reasoned Amend- 
ments in Committee. That is one of the 
well-established rules of my predecessors, 
which I feel bound to follow. Amend- 
ments can be made, but not reasoned 
Amendments of this character, and 
therefore I cannot accept it. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he took 
the particular case he did because it was 
a first instance of a Vote being proposed 
similar to that now before the Committee. 
He thought it would be sufficient, but he 
entirely accepted the ruling of the Chair. 
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925 Naval Works 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 


that he thought the Committee would 
see that, whether the Amendment was 
in order or not, it was absolutely im- 
practicable. If it were carried, the 
whole of the resolution would be dis- 
placed, the Bill founded on the resolution 
would be impossible, and unless a new 
Bill founded on identically the same 
resolution were introduced, all the 
naval works would have to be stopped. 
The Committee could not contemplate 
the possibility of any such result. He 
had risen for the purpose of asking one 
or two questions of the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty. Before doing so he wished 
to explain an interruption he ventured 
to make during the observations of the 
First Lord of the Treasury on the point 
of procedure. It was that they should 
not be asked to discuss a resolution the 
terms of which they did not know. The 
resolution before the Committee was 
very important and very complicated, 
and no man could possibly keep it in his 
head. Let hon. Members suppose that 
by any chance a difficulty arose which 
induced the Committee to assent to a 
motion to report progress. The result 
would be that the next time the discus- 
sion was resumed the Committee would 
have the resolution before them. He 
was not going to yield to the temptation 
to seek publicity by any such means, 
but he thought that the Government 
might well make a new precedent by 
publishing beforehand the terms of all 
resolutions in Committee, except the 
Budget resolutions, the publication of 
which would be injurious to the public 
interests. That was all his right hon. 
friend suggested, and he confessed that 
after the answer of the First Lord of the 
Treasury he had no especial reason for 
thinking that his right hon. friend was 
wrong. The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn dwelt on the magnitude of the 
resolution. He did not want to make 
any retort on the hon. Member, but the 


{1 Auveust 1901} 
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| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 


|that the hon. Gentleman’s own Com- 
/ mittee put it at much more than two 


millions. He should like to make one 
correction of a statement of the hon. 
Member. He said that those great naval 


works were forced on the Admiralty by 
|the naval engineers who ruled in the 
Works Department, and he gave a 
picture of the present condition of the 
Works Department, which struck him 
as entirely wrong, however picturesque it 
might have been. He happened to 
carry through the first of those Acts, 
and he knew every step that had been 
taken in the initiation of the policy on 
which they were based and he could 
assure the hon. Member and the Com- 
mittee that the hon. Member was eti- 
tirely wrong in supposing that that 
policy was suggested or far less dictated 
;to the Admiralty by their engineer 
advisers. It was a naval policy, de- 


manded by the eminent sea Lords. He 
had watched over the cradle of that 
policy and knew all about it. Further, 


he believed that the Works Department 
was now divided into two, and that 
separate officers looked after the works 
authorised by those Acts. He would 
not even attempt to defend the policy 
of which the resolution before the Com- 
mittee was the last stage up to 
date, but he thought that the hon. 
Gentleman opposite had rather mis- 
understood the resolution. He pointed 
to a total of twenty-three millions of 
authorised expenditure under the last 
edition of the Naval Works Act, and he 
said that £6,127,000 should be added to 
that, making a total of authorised ex- 
penditure of nearly £30,000,000. He 
would ask the Civil Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether that was not merely an 
additional instalment of the sum already 
provided by Parliament for carrying out 
'work, the total expenditure of which 
in ten or fifteen years would be 
£23,000,000 or more. 


Committee would remember that if the | 


hon. Member had his own way the 
amount would be eight millions or ten 
millions greater than it was for the 
works he proposed at Gibraltar. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 
estimate was nothing like that. He 


believed it could be done for about two 
millions. 


*The CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
| RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
| bridge) said that his hon. friend’s state- 
| ment was certainly not accurate, neither 
| was that of the hon. Gentleman opposite. 

The position was that Parliament had 
sanctioned the commencement of certain 
works, the total estimated expenditure 
‘on which would be twenty-three millions, 
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The important point to which Parliament | _ the Admiralty should come to Parliament 
committed itself, was that the money to | every year to have its authority renewed 
be actually voted was only to cover ex- | for continuing the works in order that 
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penditure during the currency of the | 
Bill. The period of the Naval Works | penditure. 
but the last 
two | 
opposite | 


Bill was originally one year, 
two Bills andl that Bill were for 
years. As the hon. Member 


stated, they were now merely voting a 
sum to which Parliament had already 
pledged itself when it authorised those 


works. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 
to understand that Parliament 
already 
£23,600,000. 

*Mr. PRETYMAN 
case in a sense. The money was autho- | 
rised, but not voted. 


* Mr. 
Parliament now asked to authorise a 
further sum of six millions ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Oh, no 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
the explanation given by the Civil Lord 
of the Admiralty was exactly the same 
as he had given. When the Bill was 


passed the total shown in the Schedule , 


would not be £23,.000,000, but 
£23,000,000 plus the aggregate cost of 
any new works to be authorised by the 
Bill. He did not wish to pin the Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty to any definite 
statement, but he thought the sum 
would be about three millions more. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: 


a half millions in all. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that if the terms of the Resolution had 
been printed, the hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site would not have fallen into the error 
he had. He now desired to put a ques- 
tion to the Civil Lord of the Admiralty, 
which he was sure would have the sym- 


Twenty-seven and 


pathy of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn and many other hon. Members. 


A sum not exceeding £6,157,000 was 
asked for, but he wished the Committee 
to observe that the last occasion on 
which a Naval Works Bill was passed 
the corresponding sum was £3,100,000. 
The intention of the originators of the 


asked was he 
had 
authorised an expenditure of 


said that was the 


GIBSON BOWLES asked was 








| there should be full control over the ex- 
That system had been gradu- 
ally departed from, and instead of annual 
Bills they were now biennial Bills, and 
instead of the modest million which was 
‘at first asked for, a sum of over six mil- 
lions was now asked for. What was the 
meaning of such an enormous increase ? 
Was it that money was to be taken to 
‘carry on the works for more than two 
years? There were two possible answers. 
It might increase acceleration of con- 
struction, and if it meant that it had his 
heartiest assent, as nothing could be 
worse than delay in construction, but if 
it meant that the Admiralty intended to 

carry on for more than two years, then 
he thought the Committee should reduce 
the sum to such an amount as would 


}compel the Admiralty to come back to 
| Parliament in at least two years. He 
‘had no objection to the principle or to 
the details of the Bill, 


but he wished to 
have an answer on the specific point 
he had raised. He would also be glad 
to have some information as to the 
location of the new works as soou as it 
could be conveniently given. 


*M—r. PRETYMAN said that the answer 
to the point raised by the hon. Member 
was that the increase was really due to 
the law which governed the execution 
of all great works carried out by contract, 
namely, that when they were started 
it was impossible for the contractors 
to spend much money on them ; and, asa 
matter of fact, the increase in the sum 
asked for was due to the natural growth 
of the sum which the contractors would 
find themselves able to expend as the 
works progressed. He could assure the 
hon. Gentleman that they had not the 
slightest intention of taking any more 
money than was sufficient for two years. 
It was extremely inconvenient to discuss 
the Bill before it was in the hands of hon. 
Gentlemen. In 1891, when the hon. 
Gentleman himself introduced a similar 
resolution, which was then absolutely 
new, it was carried in Committee without 
debate. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 


that the principle had been previously 


policy of the Naval Works Acts was that | discussed. 


Mr, Pretyman. 
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*MR. 


of the Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that a 
full statement was made in 1860 by Lord 


Palmerston. 


*Mr. 
long time ago. 


Works Bill. 


PRETYMAN said that on the. 
Second Reading of the Bill the principle , 
of the resolution was discussed. 
was more convenient, because it involved 
a great waste of time to have to explain 
points with reference to a Bill which 
was not in the hands of hon. Members. 
It was entirely against precedent that a 
statement should be made at that stage 


PRETYMAN said that was a 
He was now dealing 
with the period which had elapsed 
since the introduction of the first Naval 
The Bill was really a con- 
tinuation measure, as every item in the 
Bill of 1895, whether completed or not, 
would be included in the schedule of the 


{1 Aucust 1901} 


That | 


osiers 
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it would be useful to discuss the question 
of the works when the details were not 
yet in the hands of hon. Members. 
reference to the question of principle 
raised by his hon. friend, in which he 
brought forward the case of the Missis- 
sippi, he would remind him that although 
and willow 
deepened the Mississippi, they would be 


With 


beds might have 


of very little use as a breakwater in the 


Mediterranean. 
be constructed in the most solid manner, 
and the advisers of the Admiralty in the 
matter were eminent engineers, whom 


Breakwaters could only 


his hon. friend did not appear to treat 


the Navy. 


present Bill, and the sum to be taken 


under the Bill was merely the natural 


expenditure for the next two years in! 


carrying out works approved by Parlia- 
That being so, he did not think 


ment. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bizwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Midd’x) 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cevil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Franeis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cozhill, Donglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
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AYES. 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, TR(T’ rH’ mlets,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-J.awrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Flliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster,Sir Michael( Lond. U niv 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,SW 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson,Sir AngustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. K.(Elyin& Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH ml’ts 
Gore, Hn.GRC.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt,Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 


with much respect. 
would be the breakwater at Malta, and 
the provision of coaling stations at the 
various principal coaling ports used by 


The two new items 


He thought it would be for 








the convenience of the Committee to 
defer any further statement until the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :— Ayes, 191 ; 
(Division List No. 388.) 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb ry 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Middx 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Arthur 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampst’d 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E. ) 
Hope,J F(Shettield, Brightside) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jes-el, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Kt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon, Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Long, Col.Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long,RtHn Walter; Bristol,S.) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas Reginald J(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb.,W.) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(W althamst. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker. Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pickard, Benjamin 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, y 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Dooyan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


MILITARY 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 


Chair. | 


*THeE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
OFFICE (Lord 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The cause 
which necessitated my standing there 
and moving a resolution which, in the 
ordinary course, would have been moved 


THE WAR 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Rea, Russell 
Reid James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tobertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC( North’mb.Tynes’de 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith,Hon. W. F.D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 


NOES. 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| MacNeill, Joho Gordon §S. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Govern, T. 


Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


WORKS [MONEY]. 


Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph, (Louth, S.) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,M. 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W 





[ Money]. 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
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| Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M, 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton. Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-un. Lyne 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


' O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 


O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessey, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


by my right hon. friend the Secretary of 


State for War, is one which will excite, 


as indeed it has excited, real sympathy 
in all parts of the House. 
blow that can ever fall upon a man has 
fallen upon my right hon. friend, and, 
although one knows and feels that no 
amount of sympathy can for a moment 


The heaviest 


alleviate the intensity of his grief, still 


STANLEY, 





one must hope that the time will come 
when, looking back, he will feel that in 
his grief he was not alone, but that it was 
shared in fullest sympathy by Members 
of the House, and not only by his political 
friends, but his political opponents. 
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Before passing from that subject I 
must ask the Committee to extend to 
the resolution some extra consideration, 
in that, instead-of it being moved by one 
so thoroughly conversant with not only 
all the works outside, but all the 
Parliamentary details, as my _ right 
hon. friend, I am compelled to do it. 
I shall do my best to lay before the Com- 
mittee as fully and as clearly as possible 
the details of the Bill which will be based 


upon this resolution, asking for myself | 


and it their kind consideration. 

On previous occasions, on the introduc- 
tion of such Bills, it has been the custom 
for the Minister moving them to makea 


speech extending to not only the details | 


of the measures, but also the causes 
which have led to their introduction, and 
the methods by which the money ought 
tobe found. One of the best examples 


of such a speech is that delivered by my | 


right hon. friend the present Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, when introducing his Bill of 
1899. 


judging by the remarks of subsequent 
speakers, it carried conviction to those 
who heard it. It wculd be impossible for 
me, and presumptucus even to attempt, 
to follow my right hon. friend into the 
realms of eloquence ; and it is not neces- 
sary to go into the portion of his speech 
dealing with the historical question of 
loans in this House. I will, therefore, 
ask the Committee to allow me to pass 
from the general topic of the Bill and 
the principles connected with it, and to 
endeavour, as far as I can, to give them 
some idea of the details, which, as a matter 
of fact, it is quite impossible properly to 
give or adequately to discuss until the 
Bill itself is in the hands of Members. 
When my right hon. friend introduced 
his Bill in 1899 it was accompanied by 
a schedule. This schedule was not 
attached to the Bill, but in conformity, 
I think, with the general wish of the 
House, my right hon. friend consented 
to put it into the Bill. We have taken 
that Bill as our model, and as far as pos- 
sible we have made our Bill to conform 
in every detail to the Bill which 
apparently then satisfied, as far as its 
form went, the wishes of the House. 

Let me say two things on the general 
First of all, it must 
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Not only does that speech carry | 
conviction to those who read it, but, | 
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not be taken that a single penny of this 
expenditure is forced into the Bill in 
consequence of the scheme of Army 
reform put forward by my right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for War 
at the beginning of the session. Any new 
buildings that may be built will be built 
as far as possible to conform with the 
|arrangements of the troops then laid 
|down, but none of the expenditure is 
‘due to the scheme then enunciated. 
Let me also repeat the statement of my 
right hon. friend in 1899, that this 
is not and cannot be a final scheme; 
it is an instalment towards a_ final 
|scheme. We aretaking only that amount 
which we think it will be possible within 
the next two years to expend wisely. 
The Bill itself is not one which requires 
discussion ; it is precisely in the form 
in which previous Bills have been issued. 
Any interest there is must centre around 
the schedule attached to the Bill. In 
'that schedule there are four headings ; 
'defence works, barracks, ranges, and 
staff and contingencies. Under the first 
| heading we have taken a sum of £750,000. 
| These defence works are works which are 
considered by those by whose advice we 
must at this stage abide to be necessary 
for the defence of the country. The 
second item—barracks—we have divided 
into eight sub-heads, and in each case 
we have given in the schedule the fullest 
information possible in such a form. 
The first section includes new barracks 
for cavalry, artillery, and infantry at 
Salisbury Plain. Then we have new 
barracks for cavalry, artillery, and 
infantry in Scotland. Then come new 
'depots and additions to depots at six 
stations. At eighteen other stations we 
-are making additions to provide extra 
/accommodation and improvements at 
the barracks. The name of each barrack 
/and the sum allotted are given. I may 
| here mention that there is a footnote to 
the Bill exactly coinciding with the one 
|in the Bill of 1899, to the effect that 
| ‘* no building is to be undertaken which 
/cannot be completed within the sum 
| granted under this head.” I want it to 
| be clearly understood that the fact that 
at each of these places we take a certain 
|sum of money, does not mean that that 
sum is to be held as finally settling all 
the claims that these barracks may 
have upon our consideration. The money 
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allotted will be sufficiently absolutely to 
finish certain work or works at those 
stations which we consider to be 
most essential, which we wish _ to 
commence at once, and which we 
believe can be completed within the 
time during which we propose to spend 
the money if Parliament grants it. I 
will not go into all these items; they 
will be placed before the House at the 
proper time, and I shall be ready then to 
give full explanations with regard to the 
them. 


Then comes an item for the completion 
of the wooden hutments which have been 
erected at various places. These hut- 
ments in themselves are certainly excel- 
lent buildings. They were built with a 
view to providing for the immediate 
accommodation of any troops that might 
return from South Africa for whom 
there could not possibly have been room 
in the barracks, but whom it was abso- 
lutely necessary we should be able to 
house. They were put up simply to 
give head-cover to the men, and none 
of the accessories to barracks which are 
necessary nowadays, even more than 
in former times, were included. This 
sum of £1,187,000 is to cover the erection 
of all the accessories to these hutments, 
and these accessories will in all cases 
be built in permanent materials. The 
next item is for the provision of additional 
accommodation for troops, and the con- 
tinuation of the reconstruction of four 
large camps. This item is divided be- 
tween Aldershot, Colchester, the Curragh 
and Shorncliffe, and the total sum is 
£697,000. The next item, and one 
with which | think the Committee will 
cordially agree, is for the provision of 
new married quarters at sundry places. 
For that purpose we have taken £100,000. 
I cannot give any definite details of this 
item, as the stations at which it is most 
urgent to make expenditure are still 
under consideration, but we are certainly 
not exceeding the amount that will be 
required in asking for £100,000, as 
anybody who knows the wretched state 
of some of our married quarters attached 
to various barracks will well understand. 

We then ask for £120,000 for the 
purchase of land for barracks. That is 
not for any new barracks, but for those 

small pieces of land which it is essential 
at various places we should buy on which | 
Lord Stanley. 


{COMMONS} 
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to build additions to barracks and make 
extensions where required. The next 
item is one of £508,000, divided between 
nine stations, all of which are abroad. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): What is the total amount for 
barracks ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I have not the 
total, but I will give the hon. Member 
the items and he can cast them up for 
himself. Salisbury Plain, £460,000 ; the 
Scottish district, £380,000 ; new depots, 
£270,000 ; additions to barracks and 
accessories, £485,500. In addition, there 
is, as | mentioned just now, the recon- 
struction of the big camps, the new 
married quarters, and the purchase of 
land, all of which are included under 
the heading of barracks. I have now 
finished heading 2. 1 now come to head- 
ing 3, which is divided into two parts 
(a) and (b). The first is artillery and 
rifle ranges and training grounds, the 
amount being £540,000. That is divided 
as follows : £200,000 for land, £230,000 
for rifle ranges—an expenditure which | 
think will meet with the approval of every 
member of the House—and £110,000 
for artillery ranges. In addition, under 
(b), there is a sum of £590,000 for 
mobilisation and stores, making a total 
under heading 3 of £1,130,000. Under 
the fourth head comes staff and contin- 
gencies, and that made up the total 
amount in the resolution, £6,352,500. 
This is a very large sum to ask for, but 
it is a sum which my right hon. friend 
considers absolutely necessary ; a sum 
of which Parliament will require full 
account, and that the Government 
are prepared to give. We are ready to 
justify the whole of the expenditure, and 
I leave the proposal with full confidence 
that the House will second my right 
hon. friend in this as in every other 
effort that he makes to perfect as far as 
lies in his power the defence of this 
country and to secure the well-being of 
its defenders. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to make further 
provision for certain Military Works and 
Services, and for that purpose to authorise 
the issue ont of the Consolidated Fund of 
such further sums, not exceeding in 
the whole £6,352,500, such sums to be 
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raised in manner provided by the Military 
Works Act, 1897.”—( Lord Stanley.) 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
he regretted the cause which had 
placed the Financial Secretary in 


the position of delivering the speech 
which he did. There were one or two 
points to which he should like to call 
attention, and which could not be dis- 
cussed in detail upon the very meagre 
information in possession of the Com- 
mittee. One part of the statement 
of the noble Lord pointed particularly 
to the need of a printed statement. 
He told them that he divided the ex- 
penditure into four heads and into eight 
sub-heads. The statement of the noble 
Lord could not be considered adequately 
by the House when presented so late 
in the session. There was a note of 
disagreeable financial warning in the 
statement when he told them that the 
expenditure of £6,000,000 was not final, 
but only an instalment. Surely this 
must excite apprehension in the minds 
of hon. Members. It was a very serious 
prospect indeed. 


Attention called to the fact that 
forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and fortv Members being found 
present— 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
the point to which he wished to draw 
attention was the extreme difference 
which occurred between this year’s 
and last year’s expenditure. The sum 
put down for future expenditure this 
year was £6,202,000,which was practically 
an increase of £5,000,000 on the amount 
last year. There was another disagree- 
able point to which he attached some 
importance, and that was, while the 
expenditure on loan had gone up by about 
£5,000,000, the expenditure out of 
revenue had gone down by £1,500,000. 
The expenditure out of revenue last year 
for new works was £3,400,000, and this 
year the sum put down in round figures 
was £1,900,000. He would not attempt 
to deal in detail with the various sums 
named, but he did not think that enough 
of what was constantly increasing ex- 
penditure was met out of the yearly 
revenue. The noble Lord told them 


that this expenditure had nothing to do 
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with the Secretary of State’s scheme for 

the distribution of troops in future. If 
that was so, he would like to know why 
there was such a large expenditure upon 
new works in connection with barracks 
in Scotland, which country, curiously 
enough, was selected as one of the centres 
for the Secretary of State’s scheme. It 
was proposed to spend £380,000 in 
Scotland. If that expenditure had no 
connection with the scheme, the barracks 
in Scotland must have been most scan- 
dalously overlooked during the past five 
years, or else it must have been con- 
sidered necessary to make provision for 
new barracks. 


Lorp STANLEY: My right hon. 
friend’s scheme does not make the addi- 
tion of a single barracks. There are 


'certain troops that have to be provided 


for by barracks, and for whom no 
barracks presently exist. These new 
barracks have to be built at places where 
they are required, and so far as possible 
they will be built to fit in with the 
scheme my right hon. friend has laid 
down. The scheme could not be said 
to ‘involve the expenditure of a single 
penny on barracks.” 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
was unable to draw such subtle distine- 
tions as the noble Lord. He was glad 
to hear that the accommodation, which 
had been inadequate, was, at all events, 
to be put right in the future. It now 
appeared that the roseate views which 
were formerly expressed in regard to the 
sanitary condition of Piershill and other 
barracks no longer obtained at the War 


Office. 


*Srr CHARLES DILK E(Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) said his hon. friend had 
pressed the Government for information 
regarding the expenditure at Edinburgh, 
which was virtually expenditure under 
the new scheme. He completely con- 
curred with his hon. friend on that 
matter. But there was one great centre 
prominently mentioned in the scheme 
which had not been mentioned at all by 
the noble Lord. He confessed that he 
was much more astonished that the 
noble Lord did not mention York than 
that he mentioned Curragh and Edin- 
burgh in connection with the scheme. 
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He asked whether it was intended to 
incur any new barracks expenditure at 


York, and, if not, what was the view of | 


the Government in regard to that 
matter in the future, for they had been 
led to expect a large expenditure there 
in connection with one of the new dis- 
tricts. His noble friend had said that 
the new works were for the defence oi 
the country. If he thought the noble 
Lord meant what he said he should vote 
with enthusiasm with the Irish Mem- 
bers, instead of with the Government, 
as he intended to do. Two years ago, 
when the subject was before the House, 
there was some hesitation in telling the 
particular places where the defence 
works were to be provided. He thought 
it was a foolish hesitation, because they 
all knew where the places were, but 
allowing the War Office to have its little 
fancy for secrecy on this point, he 
desired to ask in general terms whether 
they were to contemplate defence works 
in the nature of fortifications against 
invasion, or for the protection of home 
bases for the Fleet. He hoped they 
might assume that the bulk of this was 
for naval bases across the sea or 
in Ireland. He also asked whether an 
portion of the money was for the defence 
of coaling stations abroad. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said that 
the sum asked for military works showed 
an alarming expenditure on what was 
regarded as a mistaken policy of the 
Government. He thought the true 
policy to be pursued for the defence of 
the country was to strengthen the Navy, 
because, no matter what defence works 
were put up, if once a foreignarmy 
was allowed to land, the result would be 
disastrous to this country. The Navy 
ought to be the first and last source of 
strength to be relied on in this matter. 
If once the Navy was driven from the 
seas all the defence works that could be 
provided would not save the people 
of England, and of London in particular, 
from being starved out in a few months. 
He protested against resolutions for 
immense sums of money being brought 
before the House without any previous 
detailed statements. He could under- 
stand that it might be necessary for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to intro- 
duce the Budget Resolutions without 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
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| notice, but in a case of this kind, where 
there was no danger to the public 
interest, he thought some arrangement 
might be come to by which the figures 
‘could be given to Members before they 
came down to the House to finally 
approve of the expenditure of these 
large sums of money. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) concurred 
with his hon friend that it was incon- 
venient to discuss resolutions of this 
kind without any information. That 
might be in accordance with the form 
which had hitherto been followed, but 
it was an inconvenient form. There 
was a vicious principle underlying the 
whole thing. When they took the first 
step approving of the expenditure by 
resolution they were practically bound 
to go the whole way. And then the 
hon. Gentleman assured the House that 
this six and a half millions was by no 
means the last word ; that we might go 
much further. That was a long step 
in regard to a policy to which a large 
section of the House and the people of 
the country were opposed. Then there 
was simultaneous large expenditure by 
the Army and Navy, as if the two great 
branches of the Services were competing 
with each other as to which could spend 
most. Another great defect of the reso- 
lution was that the scheme of Army re- 
organisation introduced by the Secretary 
of State for War had not been adopted by 
the country, or even by this House, and 
anything that was to march side by side 
with the Army reorganisation scheme 
ought to be subjected to severe examina- 
tion. If it was adopted as laid before 
the House, the country would be com- 
mitted to an expenditure without any 
likelihood of its being productive, or of 
making an effective military force. All 
this expenditure was being carried on 
under a panic, and until the war was 
over and its lessons had been taken to 
heart, to embark on vast expenditure on 
Army reorganisation was vicious in the 
extreme. In fact there should be time 
to think, there should be a Thinking 

| Department, and the Intelligence Depart- 
ment abolished. This six and a_half 
millions had been brought forward in 
a modest, deprecating way, as if the noble 
Lord apologised for the smallness of 
haa amount, and why the House took 
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such a languid interest in the matter 
surpassed his understanding. Under 
all these circumstances he and his friends 
had no other course open to them than 


to go to a division as a protest against | 


this increasing expenditure and against 
rushing, under the influence of panic, 
into a vast scheme of Army reorganisa- 
tion, hastily considered and _ hastily 
thought out. 


*Mr. WEIR (Rossand Cromarty) said | 


he wished to lodge his protest against 
this resolution being brought  with- 
out any explanation. This was un- 
fair to the House and the country. 
A sum of money had _ lately 
voted for buildings in connection with 
the manufacture of the new rifle, 
and they had been told that longer | 
rifle ranges were required. Was any of 
the six and a half millions to be ex- 
pended on rifle ranges ? He also hoped 
some of it would be spent in Scotland, 
and not all of it in the South of England. 
There ought to be barracks at Dingwall 
and Stornoway. ‘The War Office was 
not going the right way to get recruits. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! This Vote refers to works, not 
to men. 


*Mr. WEIR said that barracks would 
be required if they wanted more recruits. 
Then, had any provision been made to 
fortify the Souters, at the entrance to 
the Cromarty Firth, or for the better 
protection of the Clyde and Firth of 
Forth ? 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.) said that 
this money was being expended to satisfy 
the Jingos. The noble Lord, in intro- 
ducing the resolution, said this was only 
a temporary sum that was wanted. He 
could not understand why the Govern- 
ment did not make a clean job at once of 
all what they wanted done. 


Lorp STANLEY : The difficulty about 
the want of full information in intro- 
ducing the resolution has always existed, 
and through no fault of the Minister who 
brings it in. 


Mr. FLYNN : Might not a sheet with | 
the figures be issued to the Members ? 
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Lorp STANLEY : I believe that that 
is not possible. I believe that only in- 
formation which can be given at this 
stage I have given in bringing in the 
resolution, and therefore I ask the House 
to be kind enough to allow the resolution 
to pass so that full details may be brought 
before the House. On the Second 
Reading of the Bill the Members will be 
able to discuss the principle and the 
details in Committee. I cannot go into 
details, but I can assure the hon. Member 
for Ross-shire that when he sees the sums 
allotted to Scotland it will make his 
mouth water. Details as to the expendi- 
ture on defence have been asked for by 
two or three hon. Members. These 
Gentlemen will take if from me that it 
is from no discourtesy that I must 
decline to give such information. These 
details are not a personal or depart- 
mental secret, but are held to be a 
national secret. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that in the 
peculiar circumstances under which the 
noble Lord had been left in charge of the 
Bill he would not press him on certain 
points in regard to the defence of naval 
bases, but he could not assent to the plea 
put forward by the noble Lord for refu- 
sing information. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have not the 
slightest intention of withholding from 
the House anything of the nature of 
which my predecessors gave full infor- 
mation. I was under the impression 
that all the information on the point 
referred to had been refused by my pre- 
decessors, but if I find I am mistaken I 
am pertectly ready to give all the infor- 
mation which has been vouchsafed by 
my predecessors. Beyond that I cannot 
g0. 

*Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R. 


Buckrose) asked if there was to be any 
expenditure at York. 


Lorp STANLEY : [ think, if the right 
hon. Member will allow me to say so, 
that the discussion of the details will come 
better when the Bill is in Committee. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214 ; 
Noes, 53. (Division List No. 389.) 
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Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’r H’mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby(Salop 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn, Robert W. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords.N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare,Ed. Brodie( Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (life, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent.Faversham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herb. Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH 
Lambert, George} 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt.Hn. William Edw.H. 
Lee. A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsmth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Merrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl j 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Rea, Russell 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs, 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seaton-Karr, Henry 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt.HnCR( Northants. 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Ndward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Headley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuffnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne} 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Co'onel R. (Dorse:) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(Yorks ,W.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N- 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath | Wylie, Alexander | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George | Sir William Walrond and 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong| Mr. Anstruther. 








NOES, 
Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Harrington, Timothy O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
Boland, John Hayden, John Patrick O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Burns, John | Jordan, Jeremiah O’ Dowd, John 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | Joyce, Michael O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) _ 
Clancy, John Joseph Leamy, Edmund O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Lundon, W. O'Malley, William 
Crean, Eugene MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Cullinan, J. MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Daly, James M‘Dermott, Patrick Reddy, M. 
Delany, William M‘Govern, T. Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Dillon, John Mooney, John J. Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Donelan, Captain A. Murphy, John Roche, John 
Doogan, P. C. Nannetti, Joseph P. Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Duffy, William J. Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) | Sullivan, Donal 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
Gilhooly, James O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.)| Tenners For THE Nozs— 
Hammond, John O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. Mr. Flynn and Mr. O’Mara. 
Hardie, J.Keirj MerthyrTydvil | O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 





Resolution to be reported to-morrow. | impression that it was a voluntary force, 
_and it would be most unfair to the re- 

MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. _§cruits, especially those who enlisted 
| after the lst of August, but before the 
| Bill became law, who would be brought. 
(In the Committee.) |within the new regulations under a 
| retrospective clause. He begged to move. 


Considered in Committee. 


(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Amendment proposed— 


Clause I :— | “In page I, line 7, to leave out the words 
| ‘in the present year,’ and insert the words ‘in 


Me OWARA wid that the Ancod | ned OM thousand nine hundred and two.’” 
; ; . —[(Mr. O’Mara.] 

ment which stood in his name! 
raised a very important question. If Question proposed, ‘“ That the words 
this Bill passed there would be two ‘in the present year’ stand part of the 
distinct sets of men in the Yeomanry— | clause.” 
those who enlisted before the Ist of 
August this year, and those who enlisted; Lorp STANLEY said he could not 
subsequently. Those who enlisted acceptthe Amendment. The hon. Mem- 
previous to that date would be not) ber in the first place had taken it for 
subject to the provisions of the Bill, so’ granted that the Government were going 
that under the Bill there would be two | to force these conditions on the present 
different sets of men who would be under | Yeomanry, whereas they were going to do 
different rules and regulations, and nothing of the kind. It would be con- 
subject, if they committed offences, | fined entirely to future enlistments, and 
to different punishments. Such a state} not to men who had already enlisted. 
of things would necessarily much impair |The hon. Member had said they would 
the efficiency of the force. In his opinion | have two classes of Yeomanry ; that, no 
the Ist of August this year did not give | doubt, was a fact, but at the same time 
sufficient notice to the body of men | the Government did not see their way 
from whom the Yeomanry were recruited | to disband a regiment for the simple 
of the great and essential change which | purpose of bringing all the men under 
would take place in their position when | the new rules. He believed a great 
this Bill became law. Those who entered | proportion of the Yeomanry at present 
the Yeomanry were still under the | existing would be willing to enlist under 
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the new conditions, but that wasa matter|what he understood was a Volunteer 
the Government would leave to the| force under the military law, and make 
officers in command to deal with, who it part of the Army of the country ; but 
would, he believed, be supported by | even those who supported the principle 
their men. of the Bill ought to support the Amend- 
| ment, because, unless some Amendment 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE aid! was introduced, the Yeomanry must 
he did not think the explanation given | continue for an indefinite period to be 
to the Committee upon this point was | /composed of two different sets of men, 
at all adequate. In his opinion the! one set free to go home when they chose, 
difficulty might be met by an Army |and the other under military law. 
Order if it could not be dealt with in the | 
Bill. The composition of the Yeomanry; Mr. HERMON-HODGE (Oxfordshire, 
was settled under an Army Order, and | | Henley) was understood to say that it 
if the men did not choose to take the was only fair to many of the Yeomanry 
commanding officer's instructions to re-| regiments to state that they were in 
enlist, because that was what it came to, | favour of this Bill. 
the general might find himself in the | 
position that one half of his men were! Mr. O’MARA said the reason he moved 
bound to stay and the remainder would | the Amendment was because he thought 
go home. That was an extreme case,!that the Yeomanry should be a homo 
which he hoped might not occur, but it | geneous force. 
was a difficulty for which some practical | 
remedy must be found. | Question put and agreed to. 
| 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf-| Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
fordshire, Lichfield) disagreed with the | desired to move the Amendment standing 
Amendment, because he thought it would | in the name of his hon. friend the Me mber 
create enormous difficulty in raising the| for Westbury. His object in so doing 
Yeomanry; nor did he think an Army, was that he believed the Government, 
Order would be quite fair either ; at the | if they took out the Yeomanry for not less 
same time it was a great difficulty, and | than fourteen and not more than eighteen 
there ought to be some limit of time | days, might find themselves in a diffi- 
when the present Yeomanry should culty. They were going to raise the 
cease to be Yeomanry unless they chose Yeomanry from a class from which it was 
to re-engage. They should not  be/ not recruited in the past, and it would 
allowed to go on side by side with the be found impossible for employers of 
new Yeomanry, which would be a much | labour to allow their men to go out for 
more efficient force. Another point | training simultaneously in great numbers. 
he desired to emphasise was that when | If the limit of not less than fourteen days 
men were required to be sent abroad | were fixed he thought it would seriously 
the preference should be given——- \interfere with the ‘strength of the regi- 
‘ments. No doubt it would be e: asy to get 
THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! men while the glamour of the war was 
How does that apply to the Amendment? upon them ; but when the system was in 
full swing, and when men found they 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said | were to be kept out for a period of four- 
it applied not to the Amendment, but to | teen days—which in many cases repre- 
the existing clause. sented the whole of their holidays—it 
| would be difficult to get the force they 
Mr. DILLON said it appeared to him | proposed in future years. The Govern- 
that the hon. Member had used a strong | ment also had to take into consideration 
argument for the Amendment, because | the fact that the Volunteer forces were 
if the War Office postponed this change | competing for exactly the same class: of 
for a year the suggestion of the hon. | men, and that their time for training was 
Member might be carried into effect. | not more than seven days, and he thought 
The Bill itself was one to which he was| it would be found that the better class of 
strongly opposed. It proposed to bring} men would go to the force wlich only 


Lord Stanley. 
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daimed seven days, rather than that 
which claimed fourteen days of their time. 
If the Yeomanry was not a Volunteer 
force, which he had always regarded it to 
be, it was one of the auxiliary forces of the 
country, and the payment of the men 
during their period of training did not 
bring it under the discipline of the 
Military Acts. What the Government 
were trying to do was to make the 
Yeoman a cheap Regular soldier, which 
was not wise from the point of view 
either of the Army or the nation. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, Jine 14, to leave out the word 
‘fourteen, and insert the word ‘ten.’ ”—(Mr. 
Charle s Hobh ouse.” 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word 
‘fourteen ’ stand part of the Clause.’ 


*Lorp STANLEY said he was unable 
to accept the Amendment, but felt that 
some little explanation was required as 
to why he could not accept it. He recog- 
nised that the Amendment was moved, 
not with any idea of spoiling the scheme, 
but in order, as far as possible, to secure 
efficiency in recruiting; it was not a 
hostile but a friendly Amendment. 
reason he could not accept it was that the 
military authorities believed that the 
minimum and maximum period in the 
Bill was the best period to secure efficiency 
without injuring the recruiting. It had 
been pointed out that there were diffi- 
culties in securing men to come out at the 
present time, and those difficulties they 
were prepared to meet, but not by 
diminishing the maximum and minimum 
number of days. The Government pro- 
posed to meet that by giving the fullest 
authority to the commanding officers as 
to what leave they should give. And 
upon the leave they gave must depend the 


eficiency of their regiments. TheGovern- | 


ment held them responsible for the effi- 
ciency of their regiments, and he felt sure 
nothing would be done on their part to 
decrease it by giving too much leave. He 
was sure the officers had the fullest desire 
to get a sufficient number of men to main- | 
tain their regiments up to their esta- 
blishment. He therefore could not accept 
the Amendment. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 


was sorry to hear that such large powers 
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‘only half the men there. 


The | 
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were to be left in the hands of the com- 
manding officers to reduce the number of 
days of training. He was of opinion that 
this number of days was the least in 
which a man could be taught to be a 
mounted infantry man, much less a 
cavalry soldier. He quite understood 
that commanding officers should have 
power to give leave from time to time, 
but, if there was to be this unlimited 
power, it would be better to reduce the 
time of training to ten days, rather than 
to allow it to remain at fourteen, with 
Cases might 
arise where a regiment might dwindle 
away, and the officer would have to give 
leave to maintain a certain number in 
the regiment rather than do away with 
it altogether. He hoped some restric- 
tions would be laid down in this matter. 


Yeomanry Bill. 


*Mr. HERMON-HODGE hoped the 
noble Lord would stick to the principle 
he had laid down, namely, that of 
leaving wide discretion to Yeomanry 
officers in this and similar matters. 
Yeomanry differs from any other force, 
and regiments differed from each other, 
and it was only by placing implicit con- 


fidence in the officers that the new 
Yeomanry scheme could be carried 
out. The men had strong confidence 


in their officers, who were the only 
persons by whom this matter could be 
administered. He thought it was hardly 
fair that remarks should be made like 
those made by the hon. Member who had 
just spoken, after the work done by 
officers raising men to go to South Africa. 
It was difficult to say how long they 
ought to be out, and the only people who 
could tell were the commanding officers 
of the regiments, and he congratulated 
the noble lord on the confidence he had 
shown in them. 


Mr. O’MARA said he entirely agreed 
with the Amendment, but on a different 
ground. If a shorter time of training 
were allowed, less money would be spent 
on a force which had proved itself in 
South Africa to be an utterly useless 
force. In making that statement he had 
the support of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, who had 
said on a previous occasion that from 
three to six months had elapsed in South 
Africa before they became an efficient 
force. There were also the statements 


2M 2 
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of the Service Members of this House, 
who had commanded Yeomanry regi- 
ments in South Africa, who said that a 
good deal of time did elapse before these 
men became efficient soldiers. He held 
that the time used for the training of 
this force was wasted, as was also the 
money spent upon it. It was now sug- 
gested that the responsibility as to leave 
being given should be placed upon the 
officers commanding, but experience in 
South Africa had proved that as little 
responsibility as possible should be left 
with those gentlemen. There was not a 
branch of the service which, in propor- 
tion to its numbers, had more surrenders 
in South Africa than the Yeomanry. The 
Militia had no surrenders at all, but the 
Yeomen, to whom they paid 5s. a day, 
had been surrendering all the time. 


*THEeE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! This 
clause only refers to those who enlist after 
a certain date. 


Mr. O’MARA said that was true. Still, 
they were to be paid 5s. a day, and the 
Commission had reported in favour of 
giving them 10s. a day, which, in his 
opinion, was preposterous. He strongly 
supported the Amendment. 


*Smr J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham) said that, while 
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he entirely disassociated himself from | 
the view that the hon. Member | 
expressed, he felt considerable sym- | 
pathy with the Amendment which | 
had been moved. While the Committee | 
might consider that such a thing to aj 
certain extent would modify the efficiency | 
of the force, he thought it would be of | 
great advantage, because it would 
enable men to join the Yeomanry who | 
would otherwise be debarred from so/! 
doing. If these 35,000 men were to be | 
raised now, they would have to be raised | 
from every class of the community. The | 
Government would have to go to the. 
wage earners as well as the employers | 





952 


of,labour, and it would be found difficult 
tu persuade men to come out for tourteen 
to eighteen days training, and thereby 
sacrifice every day’s holiday which they. 
get in the year. He believed the only. 
way of getting these men would be by. 
reducing the number of days’ training 
to ten days. The commanding officers 
might give leave, but the fact that 
fourteen days was laid down would pre. 
vent many men joining who would join. 
if the number of days was reduced to ten.. 


Yeomanry Bill. 


Mr. DILLON said that he held quite 
a different view to that of the mover of 
the Amendment. It appeared to hima 
most preposterous thing, if the Govern- 
ment were going to turn this force into 
a force under the same military law as 
the Militia force, to set up the principle 
that while the Militia foot soldier was to 
be called out for the long period of train- 
ing of twenty-eight days the mounted 
soldier, who admittedly required more 
training than a foot soldier, was to have 
no preliminary training, and was to be 
called out for only fourteen days. He- 
always understood that the Yeomanry 
force was essentially a Volunteer force,and. 
the distinction he drew between a Volun- 
teer force and a non-Volunteer force was 
that one was under the military law and 
the other was not. This Bill proposed 
to change a Volunteer force into a force 
under military law, and to turn the Yeo- 
manry into a sort of mounted militia. 
That was a very great change. He was 
opposed to the Bill because he opposed 
consistently every increase in armaments, 
but if they were going to expend a quantt- 
tity of money ona mounted Militia force, 
in his opinion they would waste the 
money unless they brought that force 
out for training for at least twenty-eight 
days in the year. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 193; 
Noes, 89. (Division List No. 390.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. | Balcarres, Lord 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Mr O Mara. 


Balfour,Rt. Hon. 
| Balfour, Capt. C. 
Balfour,Rt. HnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George _ 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Beach,Rt. Hon.SirMH. (Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 


A.J.(Manch’r 
B. (Hornsey 
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Blun 
Bond 
Brass 
Bull, 
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Buteh 
Carso 
Cautle 
Caven 
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Cecil, 
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Chaml 
Chapn 
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Chure! 
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Cook, | 
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Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

(arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
(Cavendish, V.C. W.\ Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
(ox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
(ranborne, Viscount 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Geerge 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. ( Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwiek,S. W. 
tardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

fodson,Sir AugustusFrederiek 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin Nairn 
(ordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
tore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
tore, Hon. S.F.Ormsby- (Linc.) 
borst,Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon 
toschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
reen, WalfordD.(\Vednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymonud-( Cambs.) 











Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burns, John } 

Burt, Thomas 

“ine, William Sproston 
Naldwell, James 
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Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 





Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. | 
, Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley | 


Heath, James (Staffords,N.W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hope.J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(KentFaversh’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Keswick, William 

Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 


Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. | 


Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 

' Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis ( Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver. David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M, Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Cameron, Robert 
Allen, CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud | Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 


Causton, Richard Knight 

| Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

| Colville, John 

| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles (Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


| Renwick, George 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart. SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw.Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks,) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captaix J mt 
Doogan, P. C. " 
Duffy, William J. 
Edwards, Frank! 
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Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon Charles Seale- 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 


95d 
M‘Govern, T. 


Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John 


| O'Dowd, John 


Rea, Russell 


The following Amendment stood in 
the name of Mr. O’Mara— 

“In page 1, line 18, after ‘days’ to in- 
sert ‘except that Yeomanry commission 
othcers shall serve a period of annual training 
of not less than eighty-four or more than one 
hundred and fifty days.’ ”’ 


THe CHAIRMAN: The next Amend- 
ment, standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for South Kilkenny, is not in 
order, as it would involve additional ex- 
penditure. 


(Juestion proposed, “‘ That Clause 1 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. O'MARA said that this clause 
was perhaps the most important in the 
Bill, and the whole measure was the very 
small result of a scheme from which very 
much had been expected. That scheme 
of reorganisation had received no support 
whatever from the Service Members of 
the House. The proposal was to raise 
the establishment of the Yeomanry from 
10,000 to 35,000, and the next clause 


{COMMONS} 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Mooney, John J. | Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien,Kendal (Tipper’y Mid. | 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
| O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
| O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, 
| Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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| Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.}. 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer,Rt HnC.R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke}(Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, G. (York*, W.R.) 


P. J. 

TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse and Mr, 
Lambert. 


provided for making the conditions under 
which the Yeomanry served more severe. 
He could not consider that any extra 
inducements were offered to the farmer 
class to enlist, while the time fixed for 
the training was in itself sufficient to 
prevent men joining. When it was 
known that the Yeomanry were to be 
no longer a volunteer force, but purely 
a body of mounted infantry, recruiting 
would stop and the scheme would be 
shown to be a bogus one. These Yeo- 
manry were to supply the cavalry for 
the three new army corps, and it was a 
point worth the consideration of Service 
Members that if conditions were imposed 
which prevented men from enlisting 
those army corps would be left without 
any cavalry whatever. The whole 
scheme was a stroke against the system 
of voluntary enlistment and a step to 
wards conscription. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided: Ayes, 222: 
Noes, 53. (Division List No. 591.) 


AYES, 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. | Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud | Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord | Bond, Edward 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r) | Brassey, Albert 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Brigg, John 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Bill, Charles 


Blundell, Colonel Heary 


Bull, William James 
| Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin? | Butcher, John George 


Caine, William Sprostor 
| Caldwell, James 
| Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. ° 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire: 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Worer 
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Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox.lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henrv Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke. Rt.Hon.SirWilliamHart | 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,RtHn.SirJ.(Manc’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. | 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgink Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. S.F.Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim | 
Goulding. Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD.( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) | 
Gretton, John 

Greville,$Hon. Ronald 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Haniey 
Heath, James (Staffords.N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


| Maleolm, Ian 


| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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Howard, John (Kent Faversh) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, DavidBrynm’r(Swansea | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir JohnH. | 


| Keswick, William 
| Kinlock, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
| Lambert, George 


Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 


| Law, Andrew Bonar 
| Lawson, John Grant 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH. (HantsFarehm) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


| Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesh’m 


| Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) | 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Majendie, James A. H. 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. ( Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robt. Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 


| Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthmstow 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 


| Morrison, James Archibald 


Morton, ArthurH.A.( Deptford 


| Moss, Samuel 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


NOES. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph | 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. | 
Daly, James 
Delany, William 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 


| TELLERS 


958 


Yeomanry Bill. 
Rea, Russell 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,H.C( NorthmbTyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


| Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Tufnell, Lient.-C.l. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
| Wallace, Robert 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson. A.Stanley ( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 


| Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond fand 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Duffy, William J 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Harrington, Timothy 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael | 
Hope, John Jeans (Fife, West) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. | 
M‘Dermott, Patick 
M‘Govern, T. 
Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, John 


Clause 2 :— 
Question proposed, That “Clause 2 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. DILLON pointed out that when 
the Bill was first circulated the simple 
expression ‘‘ militia artillery ” was used, 
but in the new copy the words “ mobile 
militia’ had been substituted. He 
asked the Financial Secretary to state 
the meaning of the latter phrase, and 
also the number of men who would con- 
stitute the force. The clause just passed 
by the Committee effected a complete 
revolution in the Yeomanry, and the 
Committee were asked to believe that 
the force could be turned into efficient 


mounted infantry by fourteen days 
training in the year. That was an 
absolute absurdity. The Committee 


were then called upon to enact that 
militiamen, who throughout the war 
had been very scurvily treated, were as 


“ mobile militia artillery ” to have eighty- | 


four days training. Why, if fourteen days 


were sufficient in one case, were eighty- | eo . 
| hon. friend’s motion to leave out the 


' clause. 


four days required in the other? He 
should certainly vote against the clause. 


has asked. There is already a Militia 
artillery, which up to the present has 
been nothing but a garrison artillery, 
and, as such, has been allotted garrison 
duty. It is now proposed to form a 
certain number of batteries of field 
artillery, and we have taken the word 
“ mobile ” so as to identify them as being 
a force different from the ordinary 
garrison artillery. I hope and think 


that, for the most part, the Yeomanry 
who are joining and have joined, have a 
good knowledge of the art of riding. 
With regard to the Militia we think that 
many of them will be able to ride, but the 
mere fact of being able to ride does not 


{COMMONS} 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

O’Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid | 

| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

| O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O’Dowd, John 

| O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 

| O'Malley, William 

| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 





Yeomanry Bill. 960 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Roche, John 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs.— 
Mr. Dillon and _ Mr, 
O’Mara. 


give them the knowledge of team driving, 


and does not fit them out as efficient 
artillerymen. Consequently we think 
that a period of eighty-four days is neces- 
sary. The hon. Member opposite has 
asked how many of these there are at the 
present moment. There are none en- 
listed at the present moment, but, with 
the force at present existing, owing to the 
Militia being embodied, we have been 
able to make a trial of this scheme, and, 
although these men were not under 
training for eighty-four days, I am glad 
to say that this trial has proved a distinct 
success. Even those who were doubtful 
as to whether men could become efficient 
artillerymen in six months or a year 
have been convinced by this trial that in 
the much shorter period these men may 
become very efficient indeed. There is 
not the slightest doubt that with the 
eighty-four days training we ask for we 
shall find in the Militia a most efficient 
field artillery. 


Mr. O’MARA said he supported his 


The reasons given by the noble 


ee | Lord did not seem to him to be satisfac- 
Lorp STANLEY: I can very easily | 
answer the question the hon. Member | 


| difference of seventy days. 


tory. The Yeomanry were to get four- 
teen days training, and the mobile 
Militia eighty-four days training, or a 
This seemed 
to him to be a most extraordinary differ- 
ence,and practically the mobile artillery- 
man would have to,submit to the incon- 
venience of leaving his work for a period 
of three months. He thought the num- 
ber of recruits under this clause would be 
very small indeed. The period of eighty- 
four « ays seemed to him to be much too 
long, more especially in the face of the 
statement made that in the Canadian 
Militia only sixteen days training were 
required to make a most efficient Militia 


artilleryman. If a Canadian militiaman 





could be trained in sixteen days, it was 











961 
ver} 
dery 
eigh 
coul 


Emm 





960 


rford) 
fion) 


North) 


OES.— 
Mr. 


ving, 
client 
think 
1eCes- 
» has 
it the 
e en- 
with 
‘0 the 
been 
and, 
nder 
glad 
tinct 
btful 
cient 
year 
at in 
may 
re is 
. the 
r we 
cient 


1 his 
. the 
10ble 
sfae- 
four- 
obile 
or a 
>med 
iffer- 
lery- 
con- 
riod 
yum- 
ld be 
hty- 
1) too 
the 
dian 
were 
litia 
man 
was 











961 Militia and 


very rough on the mobile English artil- | 
Jeryman to say that he would require 
eighty-four days to do what a Canadian | 
could do in sixteen days. | Noes, 53. 


{1 AvucGust 1901} 


AYES, 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc., Stroud) | Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mancr 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John | Finch, George H. 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Balcarres, Lord | Fisher, William Hayes 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) | Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Forster, Henry William 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Banbury, Frederick George | Fuller, J. M. F. 

Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin | Gardner, Ernest 

Beach, RtHn.Sir.M. H.( Bristol) | Gedson, Sir Augustus Iredk. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Gordon,Maj.Evans-(T’rH’mlts 
Bignold, Arthur | Gore,Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-Salop 
Bigwood, James Gore,Hn. S8.F.(Ormsby(Lincs. ) 
Bill, Charles Gorst, Rt.Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Bond, Edward | Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Brassey, Albert Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Brigg, John Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | Greene, WW. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Butcher, John George | Gretton, John 

Caine, William Sproston | Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Caldwell, James Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Hamilton,Rt.Hn. LordG.(Mid. 
‘Carlile, William Walter Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. | Hanbury,Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
Causton, Richard Knight | Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Cautley, Henry Strother Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) | Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
‘Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Heath, James (Staffs., N.W.) 
Cawley, Frederick | Henderson, Alexander 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘Chamberlain,Rt. Hn. J.(Birm.) | Horniman, Frederick John 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | Hoult, Joseph 

‘Chapman, Edward | Howard,John Kent,F’versh’m 
Charrington, Spencer Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer | Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’ns’a 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole Kearley, Hudson E. 

Colville, John | Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | Keswick, William 

‘Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. Lambert, George 

Craig, Robert Hunter Lambton, Hon.Frederick Wm. 
‘Cranborne, Viscount Lawson. John Grant 
Davenport, W. Bromley- Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Lee, ArthurHi Hants.,Fareham 
Dickson, Charles Scott Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Doughty, George Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 


Dyke,Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart | Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 


Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 


| Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham | 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 221; 
(Division List No. 392). 


Lucas,Col. Franeis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


| Morrison, James Archibald 


Morton, ArthurH.A. (Deptford 


' Moss, Samuel 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt.HnAGraham(Bute 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brights’de | 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas.Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertscn, Herbert (Hackney 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt. HnCol.Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


' Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 


Smith, JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer,RtHnCR.(Northants. 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


| Stewart,SirMark J. M‘Taggart 


Strachey, Edward 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Giihooly, James 
Hammond, John 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


{COMMONS} 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | 
Webb, Colonel William George | 
Weir, James Galloway | 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) | 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne | 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. ( Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E. R.) | 
Wilson. J.W.(Worcestersh.,N.) | 





NOES. 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hope, J. D. (Fife, West) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. j 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
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Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J, 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,Jobn E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sullivan, Donal 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Clause 3 agreed to. ' 
Bill reported without Amendment. 


Lorp STANLEY: May I now appeal 
to the House to give this Bill a Third 
Reading. It is practically a non-con- 
troversial measure, and I hope the House | 
will now allow it to be read the third 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


tion in a very fair spirit, he thought 
they ought to accede to his request to 


"allow the Third Reading to be taken. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
asked why the period of service of a 
soldier should be altered by an Act of 
Parliament passed after his enlistment, 
and suggested that an Amendment to 
meet this difficulty ought to be inserted 
when the Bill was before the House of 
Lords. 


Mr. O’MARA said that although he 


objected to this Bill, in view of the pecu- 


Mr. DILLON appealed to his hon. 
friends to assent to the Third Reading. 
Personally, he took a verystrong objection 
to the whole principle of the Bill, and 
he felt that they must divide the House 
against it; but, in view of the peculiar 
circumstances of the case and the fact 
that the noble Lord had met their objec- 


liar circumstances of the case he would 
ask his hon. friends above the gangway 
not to oppose this Bill. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 217; 


Noes, 52. (Division List No. 393.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Balcarres, Lord 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire} 





Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | 


Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc.,Stroud) | 


Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 

Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 
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Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 


Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) | 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 


Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart | 





Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 


Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith | 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,SW 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustusFr derick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elginé Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore,HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(S’lop | 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Linc. ) | 
Gorst,Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD( W’dnesbury 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 





| 
| 


| 


| Keswick, William 


| Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 


| Mount, William Arthur 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hamilton, Rt HnL’rdG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne,Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath,James(Staffords.,N.W, 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hope,J F(Shettield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvon’sh) | 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. | 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 


Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick W: 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas } 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) | 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 





Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh.) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Henry Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) | 
Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moss, Samuel 


Murray, Rt. Ho. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 


Nicol, Donald Ninian | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans | 

| 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col Richard! 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant,James Farquharson. 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Jobn H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Sackville, Col. 8, G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos.Myles. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J: 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone ,W. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 


‘Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 


Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHnC. R( Northants 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M ‘Taggart 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Webb,Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Weir, James Gallowa: 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset). 


| Wilson, A.Stanley(Y ork, E.R. 


Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath: 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| TELLERS ‘FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 
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MONS} 1896, Continuance Bill. £68 


NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Burns, John 

Campbell, J. (Armagh, S.) 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
‘ Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 


Harrington, T 


Leamy, Edmu 
Lundon, W. 


M‘Govern, T. 


, Mooney, John 
Murphy, John 


O’Brien, K. (T 
O’Brien, P. J. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 
Etc., CONTINUANCE BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, lines 6 and 7, to leave out ‘ Par- 
liament shall otherwise determine,’ and to 
insert * the thirty-first day of March, nineteen 
-hundred and six.’”—( Mr. Walter Long.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
‘standing on the Paper in the name of 
the hon. Member for the Camborne 
Division is hardly in order, because the 
“continuance of the Tithe Rent-charge 
(Rates) Act depends on the continuance 
-of the Agricultural Rates Act. If the 
‘Committee decides to continue the Agri- 
cultural Rates Act, 1896, by doing so it 
also continues the Tithe Rent-charge 
(Rates) Act. Still, as the words appear 
in the Bill, it is competent for the hon. 
Member to move that they be elided. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
gpointed out that the effect of the Amend- 


Heyden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Jordon, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, J. (Louth, South) 


O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O'Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 

| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

nd | Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Reddy, M. 

| Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

| Roche, John 

J. | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

| Sullivan, Donal 

White, P. (Meath, North 


imothy 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


ipperary Mid) 
(Tipperary, N. | 


'ment if carried would be to take the 
| Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Act out of jhe 
| Bill altogether. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
| Lone, Bristol, 8.): No. 


Mr. CAINE said that this Bill pro- 
| vided for the relief of two classes, each 
|composed of ardent supporters of the 
'Government. The landlord class were 
| provided for by the Agricultural Rates 
| Act, and the clergy of the Established 
‘Church by the Tithe Rent-charge Act. 
| The original estimate of the amount of 
money required under the Tithe Rent- 
charge Act was £87,000, but the Com- 
mittee were so accustomed to the esti- 
mates of the present Government being 
largely exceeded that they would not be 
surprised to hear that the actual amount 
in the first year was £107,000. The Act 
expired with the Agricultural Rates Act ; 
why should it not be allowed to die now ! 
Under the original Act the relief would 
cease in March next, but the present Bill 
| proposed to carry it on for another four 
| years, with the full intention on the part 
of the Government that it should then 
be made permanent. The Bill was a 
retrograde step in legislation. Nearly 
150 years had elapsed since Parliament 
| ceased to make grants to the Established 
| clergy or for Church purposes generally. 
This was a return to a condemned system, 
and it was little wonder that a strong 
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agitation had sprung up all over the 
country for the remission of the other 
half of the rates, so that the clergy might 
be relieved of the whole. That was a 
perfectly reasonable agitation. Either 
it was right or it was wrong to rate the 
rent of tithe, and if it was wrong the 
clergy should be relieved of the whole of 
the burden. The national endowments 
of the Established Church were ample, if 
properly distributed, for the mainten- 
ance of her clergy. Without such redis- 
tribution, the funds administered by the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners were ample 
to pay the amount now taken from the 
pockets of the ratepayers. The Com- 
mission had been able to set aside over 
£500.000 towards meeting permanent, 
charges and the endowment of benefices. 
Then the Queen Anne‘s Bounty Fund 
amounted to nearly £6,000,000, and 
might, if properly distributed, give the 
relief now afforded by the Tithe Rent- 
charge Act. No such funds as these 
were at the disposal of Nonconformists or 
Roman Catholics. 

The inequality of the distribution 
under the Act was another reason for 
objecting to its continuance. In the 
first place, it was given only to those 
clergy whose incomes were drawn from 
tithe rent-charge, and those whose 
incomes were the biggest received the 
greatest amount of relief. The clergy 
in our large cities obtained nothing, be- 
cause they had no tithe, and yet their 
work was equal to that of any clergy in 
the United Kingdom. Those who were 
familiar with the religious life of great 
cities were perfectly aware that the 
Church of England played her part very 
bravely in the work of social regenera- 
tion, but the city clergy obtained no 
relief under this Act. In the counties 
themselves the inequalities of distribu- 
tion were very glaring. According to a 
recent Treasury Return, showing the 
amounts paid under the Tithe Rent- 
charge Act to the administrative counties 
and boroughs from September 15th, 
1899, to 3lst March, 1901, all adminis- 
trative counties received during that 
period £152,000, while all county 
boroughs, with a population of 7,000,000, 
received only £900. With the county of 
London included, bringing the population 
up to 11,000,000, the total amount re- 
ceived was £1,700, whereas the county 
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obtained £14,205. Or, to take two 
agricultural counties, say Bedfordshire, . 
with a population of 166,000, and Dorset- 
shire, with a population of 198,000. The 
former received as its share of the dole 
£795, or £3 15s. per thousand of popula- 
tion, while the latter obtained £6,942, . 
or £37 per thousand of population. 
Lincolnshire, with a population of 
467,000, received £4,430, or £9 per: 
thousand of population, whereas Nor- 
folk, with a population of 7,000 less, 
received £14,205, or £31 per thou- 
sand of population. In Wales the 
inequality was even greater, as 
Anglesey, with a population of 34,000, 
received £2,574, or £76 per thousand of - 
population ; while Glamorganshire, with 
a population of 693,000, received only 
£1,170, or £1 13s. per thousand of popu- 
lation. The Act was, therefore, unjust in 
its incidence and distribution as between 
the clergy themselves and as between 
relative districts. It was even more un- 
just towards the hardworking and ill- 

















paid clergy of the large towns. 
But the chief injustice was with regard 
to Nonconformist ministers. They, with 
the Roman Catholic clergy, did more 
than half the religious work of the 
country. Not only did they receive no 
relief of rates under this Act, but as tax- 
payers they contributed towards this 
dole, and many of the chapels paid tithe. 
Cornwall was a Methodist county. In 
his own constitutency there were twenty 
churches as against seventy-nine Non- 
conformist chapels ; the clergy numbered 
twenty three, while the ministers of the - 
Nonconformist bodies numbered thirty. 
The total income of the churches in the 
constituency was £4,800. There were 
337 acres of glebe, or an average of six-- 
teen acres per church, worth about £2 per 
acre. That gave an average income for 
each church of £270 per year, with a 
good house to live in. The incomes of. 
the Nonconformist ministers averaged 
only £130, with a house, or one half of 
the amount received by the clergy, and. 
yet they were taxed to pay the rates of 
their brother ministers. The whole 
method, incidence, and operation of the 
Act were absurd. The measure should 
be withdrawn, if only for reconstruction 
by its authors. He, therefore, moved the: 
Amendment standing in his name. 
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“In page 1, line 7, to leave out from the 
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suggestion made by the hon. Member 
opposite, but I may add that I think 


~word ‘ determine,’ to the end of sub-clause(1).” | the moving of this Amendment, as a 


-—(Mr. Caine.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words | 


proposed to Le left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. Mem- | 


ber has moved his Amendment in the 
shortest possible terms, and I am glad 


to think it will not be necessary for me | 
in reply to occupy the time of the Com- | 


period. The | 


mittee for any longer 


Amendment has been moved on very | 


much the same ground as that on which 
all the opposition to this measure has 
been based. We have had the old 


arguments about the injustice to other | 
ratepayers, and to the clergy of the | 


Nonconformist churches. The fact is 
that this’ Bill will still leave the clergy 
who pay rates on tithe rent-charge in a 
very much worse position in regard to the 
rates they had to pay than the clergy of 
any other church in the country. The 
question is not, in the minds of many of 
us, what are the difficulties between the 
clergy of the different churches, but 
what are rates actually. Rates are, after 
all, very much like other charges, and 
they are sums of money paid for certain 
services. I ask the Committee to ask 
themselves why should the owner of 
tithe rent-charge be called upon to pay 
a bigger proportion in respect to his 
income to maintain either a policeman, 
a main road, or a pauper in the work- 
house, or any other purpose for which 
rates are applied, than the owner of any 
other class of property ? I can show that, 
in comparison with a Nonconformist 
minister, or a tradesman, or private 
individual all deriving the same income 
from the same class of property, the 
owner of the tithe rent-charge would 
pay a much larger proportion—probably 


one-eight or one-ninth—than the others. | 


To maintain a main road or a pauper | 


in the workhouse the owner of a tithe | 


rent-charge would be called upon to 
pay a much larger share than other 
occupiers of the same class of property. 
That is not my view of what is just or 
fair, and therefore we have included | 
this Act in the Continuance Bill. I may | 


say in passing that this is all I wish to 
convey to the House in answer to the | 
: | 





matter of fact, is really rather hard, 
because these words were only put into 
the Bill in order that there should be ng 
misunderstanding as to what the inten- 
| tion of this Bill and the Government is, 
Even if this Amendment is carried it 
will not have the effect which the hon. 
Member desires, for it will not affect the 
tithe rent-charge in the smallest degree, 
These words were simply put in to make 
\it perfectly clear what the Government 
intended. I admit that the carrying 
of this Amendment might be made 
effective by the addition of words later 
on, assuming that they are to be taken 
as a substantial Amendment. I ask 
the Committee to reject this Amendment 
on the ground that we are proposing 
what is, after all, only a small measure 
of justice to a heavily-burdened class. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) thought 
the analogy made by the right hon. 
Gentleman was entirely a false one. 
When a clergyman took a benefice he 
always looked round and saw exactly 
what the outgoings were, what it would 
cost him to keep it up, and what the 
rates amounted to. He knew the bargain 
he was making, and it was perfectly 
unjust to allow him to escape half the 
rates when the lay rector got no relief 
whatsoever. What was good for one 
was good for the other, and it was 
very unjust that this Tithe Bill should 
be renewed in the present Act. He 
strongly objected to these Acts being 
renewed for four years, and he should 
support his hon. friend’s Amendment 
if he went to a division. 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) said that although he had sup- 
ported the First and Second Reading of 
this Bill, he intended to support the 
Amendment of his hon. friend, in the 
hope that the Government would, even 
at the eleventh hour, withdraw this 
portion of the Bill. This question stood 
on quite a different footing from the 
Agricultural Rates Act. He did not mean 
from a political economical point of view, 
or from the point of view of the canons of 
high finance, but in regard to its practi- 
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cal effect, which was quite different in; or two contentious matters into his 
the two cases. He admitted that those | speech. He thought that the spirit of 
who paid the most rates got the most | the arrangement which had been made 
relief, in both cases, but it did not/ should be recognised, although they 
follow that a farmer who _ paid believed the right hon. Gentleman's 
the most rates was earning the arguments to be fallacious. 
largest income or making the largest | 
profit. It did follow, however, that) ‘Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
the parson who was drawing the highest | I do not wish to infringe upon the under- 
salary got the most relief from the Tithe | standing that was come to the other 
Rates Act, and as a measure of relief to | — in regard to this measure, but I 
the poorer parson this measure was/do not think that we need to resumee 
absolutely inadequate. The gentlemen to-night the arguments which were 
who wanted this Act were the political | raised a few yearsago. Atthis late hour 
parsons, who did useful coageane tigers | pressure of yet will compel oe com- 
for the Tory party, and took the press our observations within the 
chair at Conservative political meetings. | smallest limits, and that is always an 
Those were the gentlemen whodemanded advantage. I do not think we need to 
that this Act should be passed. He) recall the whole of the arguments used 
remembered some time ago reading in| upon this measure. Undoubtedly a 
the papers letters from those gentlemen | large number of the clergy of the Church 
saying that they would withdraw their | of England are so badly paid that they 
support from the Government if they | can only with difficulty discharge their 
= not ae this ee He not —— duties. But in geome se the dlergy 
those gentlemen bein ald tor their) are very poor, some of the salaries 
political services, but as ought to be falling to so low a pitch as to be. un- 
paid by the local Conservative Associa- worthy of a parish clergyman. The 
tion, and not out of State funds. It laity and members of the Church of 
could not be described as a charitable Scotland, however, have made up the 
Act, or as a measure of relief, because | surplus to the level at which the remu- 
it afforded very little relief to the poorer neration ought to be maintained. Why 
clergy. Many of the clergy of the does not the richest and most sccially 
Church of England were underpaid. powerful Church in the country do the 
but it was a matter for the Church of same with its own poor clergy instead of 
England to remedy that state of things, coming in this surreptitious and round- 
and not forthe State. He noticed that a | about way to the other ratepayers who 
noble Lord in Scotland had recently have nothing to do necessarily with that 
given £40,000 for this purpose, and that | particular communion? The clergy, 
was an example which might very well | according to the arrangement at the time 
be followed by some of the wealthy | of the commutation, are only entitled to 
members of the Church of England, the residue of tithes after the rates have 
instead of coming to the House of Com- been paid. We wish, if possible, to 
mons for these doles. He thought that divorce this Clerical Relief Bill from the 
some of the large salaries of the bishops other portion of the measure, and I have 
might very well be put into the melting | no doubt that if my hon. friend is success- 
pot, and then they would not hear so| ful in carrying his Amendment the 
much of this scandalous underpaying of Committee will be able to invent some 
the parsons. To assist this object, he words to get over the technical difficulty 
— the bishops might — little which at present stands in the way. 
of the state and pomp in which they | 
lived. Although some gentlemen advo- | Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
cated high church in the State, he did | shire, W.) said the Nonconformists of 
not think any of them would advocate Wales took a very deep interest in this 
high state in the Church. | question, and while he was glad to recog- 
| nise in the fullest manner the com- 
Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York-| promise which had been arrived at with 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) regretted that the | regard to the duration of the operation 
hon. Gentleman had in‘roduced one| of the Act, as a Welsh Member he felt 
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bound to say that the great majority of | 
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people in Wales would be very glad if! 


the principle of the Amendment could | 


be accepted. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) 
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Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
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Butcher, John George 
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Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
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Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) , 
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| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
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| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


| Hamilton,Rt.Hn.LordG(Midx | 
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Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) | 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
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Lawson, John Grant 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
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| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
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Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
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Lyttlelton, Hon. Alfred 
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M‘Arthur Charles (Liverpool) 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 157; 
(Division List No. 394.) 


Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Gelisbury)” 
Parker, Gilbert 


| Penn, John 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Rentoul, James Alexander 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopfora- 
Sandys,Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson,RtHn.Col.Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Smith,H.C.(North’mb.Tynes’e- 


Smith,James Parker (Lanarks, 


| Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 


| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.} 


Stewart,SirMark J.M‘Taggart. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley , 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Valentia, Viscount 

Webb, Colonel Wm. George 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Culkinan, J. 

Daly, James 
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Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigar) 
Delany, William | 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

tilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick | 
Hayne, Rt. Hon Charles Seale- | 
Healy, Timothy Michael | 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Lambert, George 


Lundon, W. 

M‘Govern, T. 
Mooney, John 
Moss, Samuel 


Murphy, John 


Nolan, Joseph 


O’Brien, Kenda 


O’Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor 


O’Mara, James 


| Power, Patrick 


The following Amendments stood next 
on the Paper. 


Mr. SOARES— 


“Clause 1, page 1, line 8, after ‘1899,’ to 
insert— 

“Provided always that the occupier of any 
agricultural land shall at any time during or 
within six months after the determination of 
his tenancy beentitled todemand an inquiry as 
to whether the whole or any portion of the 
benefits conferred by the Agricultural Rates 
Act, 1896, or by this Act, have accrued to the 
benefit of his landlord, and any such inquiry 
shall be deemed to be and be held in the same 
manner as an arbritration under the Second 
Schedule of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 
1900 ; and if and whenever the arbitrator 
shall award that the whole or any portion of 
such benefits have accrued to the landlord, 
then such occupier shall be entitled to claim 
from and be paid by his landlord the full 
amount which the landlord has so benefited as 
aforesaid. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing)— 

* Clause 1, page 1, line 8 after,‘ Act, 1899,* 
to insert— 

‘* Provided that where the rates are paid by 
the owner the occupier shall be entitled to 
deduct from the rent an amount equal to one- 
half of the rates payable in respect of such 
buildings and other hereditaments.” 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for the Barnstaple Division is not in 
order. It deals with the relations 


between landlord and tenant, and is, 
therefore, outside the scope of the Bill. 
The same remark applies to the Amend- 
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Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
J. Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
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Sullivan, Donal 
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Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George (Yorks, W.R.) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
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i Louth, South) 


l(Tipperary Mid 


(Mayo, N.) 


» P. J. Nors— 


Mr. 


THE 
and 


TELLERS 
Mr. 
Soares. 


FOR 
Caine 
Joseph 


ment standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for the Spalding Division. 


Mr. SOARES suggested an_alter- 
native form of his Amendment. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: I am afraid the 
hon. Member did not listen to the 
reason I gave for ruling his Amend- 
ment out of order, namely, that it 
dealt with the relations between land- 
lord and tenant. Those are _ not 
directly concerned in the original Act, 
and if the hon. Member will refer 
to the Reports he will see that in the 
Committee stage when similar Amend- 
ments were brought forward on that 
occasion they were ruled out of order 
by me on the ground that they did not 
come within the four corners of the Bill. 


Mr. SOARES pointed out that the 
following Amendment was allowed in 
Committee, on the motion of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid- 
Devonshire—- 

“To insert the words, ‘Not being a tenant 


whose rent has been raised after the passing of 
this Act.’” 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : I think if the hon. 


Member will look again he will see that 
that was not in Committee. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) asked whether the Amendment 
was not moved on Report, and if so, 
would not Mr. Speaker’s ruling consti- 
tute a legitimate ruling for Committee ? 


2N 
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*THe CHAIRMAN : I do not think so. | the Local Taxation Committee sitting for 


I think Mr. Speaker does not interfere | 
with the proceedings in Committee ;| i 
I have to decide those questions. Apart 
from that, I cannot for a moment admit | 
that the Amendment moved. by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid-Devon is the same in substance 
as that now proposed to be moved by 
the hon. Member for the Barnstaple | 
division. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) asked whether the proposed Amend- 
ment was not on the same lines as one 
he himself moved in Committee in 1896, 
that the tenant should be entitled to 
deduct a portion of his rates. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : Without referring 
more specifically to the Amendment | 
cannot say. I might say as a further 
reason that the Bill has now become 
simply a Continuance Bill. Upon a 
Continuance Bill it is not in order to 
amend the original Act. You must 
either leave out altogether or insert the 
Act, but the real question is whether 
we are going to continue the whole Act 
or not. 


Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 


stand part of the Bill.” 


*\Mr. CHANNING said he did not wish 
to debate this clause, but as one who was 
opposed to the Act of 1896, while recog- 


nising some of the grounds on which 
the Leader of the Opposition had 
accepted a compromise upon _ this 


measure, he wished to say that those of 
them who agreed with the opinions ex- 
pressed in 1896 upon this Bill reserved 
in the fullest manner the right to resume 
the arguments which they then urged. 
He held that the whole of those argu- 
ments could be urged with greater force 
at the present time than in 1896, and he 
did not consider that the acceptance of 
any compromise limited or forfeited their 
right to raise those arguments in the 
strongest possible way upon any future 
oceasion. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said he desired to 
protest against the continuance of this | 
Agricultural Rates Act for so long | 
a period as four years. They had had | 


a long time past, and they had already 
in their possession the final report of that 
Committee. Therefore, if hon. Members 
on both sides of the House were desirous 
to bring about an adjustment of the inci- 
dence of local taxation in a fair and equi- 
table way that burden should be placed 
upon all classes of ratepayers. The 
President of the Board of Trade indicated 
the other night that there were only two 
classes of taxpayers to be considered, 
namely, the farmers on the one hand, 
and the occupiers of houses in towns on 
the other. He understood the right 
hon. Gentleman to say that the occupiers 
of houses, being rated on the annual 
rateable value, got off much more lightly 
than the farmers, but he thought the 
right hon. Gentleman lost sight of the 
fact that the inhabitants of houses in 
towns derived a large proportion of their 
incomes from investments in such under- 
takings as railways and works of various 
kinds which were heavily rated for local 
taxation purposes. His firm belief was 
that if this question was carefully gone 
into it would be found that while agri- 
cultural land needed to have taxation 
upon it reduced, yet there was no need 
of any such adjustment in regard to land 
in the neighbourhood of large towns. 
The value of land near to the great 
centres of population had been largely 
increased by the fact that workshops 
and factories had been established close 
to it where valuable markets had been 
created for the sale of the produce. Under 
this Agricultural Rates Act land in the 
vicinity of towns for which the owner 
was receiving perh: aps £3 or £4 per acre 
got an allowance of 5s. per acre, whilst, 
on the other hand, people in the Eastern 
Counties who urgently needed this relief 
got, perhaps, only 6d. per acre. It was 
merely a question as to whether the inci- 
dence of this taxation was just or not, 
and whether the amount was allocated 
fairly. On behalf of the large urban 
population in his constituency he pro- 
tested against the inequalities of this 
measure, and against its continuance for 
another four years. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158 ; 
| Noes, 84. (Division List No. Al 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, — 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, CharlesEdw.H.Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Agricultural Rates Act, 
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AYES. 


Gordon,Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore,Hn.G.RC.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.§. F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, omnes ih (Shrewsbury) 
Greene. W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


; Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viscount 5 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurs 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Forster, Henry William 


Heath, Arthur Howard Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent Faversh) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William ( Belfast) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.SirJohnH. 
Keswick, William 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) | 


| Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
| Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 


Foster,Philip S.(Warwick.S.W. | 


Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Agustus Frederick 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc.,Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. (Armagh, S§.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H 
Causton, Richard Knight 








Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 


NOES. 


Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | | 
Delany, W illiam 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


1896, Continuance Bill. 


| TELLERS FOR 





982 


Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sandys,Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, H.C.(North’ mbTy nside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


| Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 7% 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, William Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Webb, Col. William George 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


| Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 

Wilson,A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Duffy, William J. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hon. Herbert J. 
Hammond, John 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Jones, Wm.(Carnarvonshire) 
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Jordan, Jeremiah O’Connor,Jam 
Joyce, Michael | O'Donnell, Jol 
Layland-Barratt, Francis O’ Donnell, T. ( 
Leamy, Edmund O’ Dowd, John 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr, Mark A. 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ BrienKendal(Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


Partington, Os 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 


Roberts, John 
Robson, Willia 





Question, ‘‘ That Clause 2, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


Clause 3 agreed to. 


Bill reported ; as amended to be con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


On the next Order being called— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
expressed the hope that the Leader of 
the House would not further continue 
the sitting. The Government had suc- 
ceeded in getting through a large amount 
of business, probably more than they had 
themselves anticipated. He knew that 
some of his friends desired to discuss the 
Bills about to be called on, and he sug- 
gested it would be in the interests of the 
Government and all concerned that 
nothing further should then be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am very 
anxious not to overwork the House, but 
I am sure the House is very anxious to 
get its holidays. May I make this sug- 
gestion to the hon. Member, that the 
House should give us the Public Works 
Loans (Remission of Debts) Resolution, 
and I will not take the Public Works 
Loans Bill itself. I do not suppose 
anybody will have the slightest objection 
to the Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill 
or the Burgh Sewerage, Drainage, and 
Water Supply (Scotland) Bill. I will not 
ask the House to discuss any Irish Bills 
to-night, but the Marriages Legalisation 
Bill is a very small matter. [‘‘ Oh, oh! ”] 
It is simply to relieve certain unfortunate 


{COMMONS} 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 











(Remission of Debts). 


es(Wicklow,W.) 
in (Mayo, S.) 
Kerry, W.) 
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Roche, John 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Spencer,Rt.Hn C R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan,Chas. Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George( ork, W.R.) 


wald 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr, 
Channing and Mr. Nussey. 


H. (Denbighs.) 
m Snowdon 


gest that if we give him the Committee 


on the Public Works Loans Remissions 
he will not take the Bill itself ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND thought they 
might agree so far, as they could take 
the discussion on the Bill. 


WORKS LOANS (REMISSION 
OF DEBTS). 


Considered in Committee. 


PUBLIC 


:(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That it is expedient to authorise the 
remission of certain debts due to the 
Public Works Loan Commissioners, the 
Commissioners of Public Works in 
Ireland, and certain fees incurred by the 
unions of Swineford and Belmullet, in 
the county of Mayo, in pursuance of any 
Act of the present session relating to Local 
Loans.” —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
‘the manner in which the resolution 
|was drawn was very curious, as two 
‘unions in Ireland which received about 
| twopence in the way of remissions were 
/mentioned, while a burgh in Scotland, 
receiving £35,000, was not named at all. 
|He had repeatedly called attention 
|to this system of remissions under the 
Public Works Loans Acts. Scotland 


persons in regard to marriages which | was not a great sinner in the matter of 


have been contracted in all good faith. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman to sug- 








getting remissions, but when she did 
obtain any she took more in one yeat 
than Ireland took in ten. Why was no 
explanation given of the reasons for the 
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remissions ? With regard to the remis- 
sions in Ireland, his experience had been 
that, while a number of small men, 
evidently Nationalists, obtained small 
remissions of perhaps a pound or two, 
one big Unionist would get many times 
as much. There was the case of Gerald 
Irvine, who, out of an advance of £1,500, 
was having £213 written off. Why 
should he not be made to pay the last 
farthing ? He also thought a statement 
should be made with regard to the 
position as to loans for piers in Ireland. 
The fund was said to be in a good con- 
dition in consequence of some unexpected 
repayments. If that was so, he thought 
the system of the reconstruction of piers 


out of the produce of these repayments | stage. 


should be resumed. Nothing in the way 
of the erection of piers had been done 
for many years, and he suggested that on 
the east coast of Ireland, where they had 
not the benefit of the congested districts 
system which prevailed on the west coast, 
they should have the advantages result- 
ing trom the recirculation of this money 
under the Piers Act. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 


THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): This loan 
was made several years ago, and if the 
hon. and learned Member will look at 
the Paper which I moved for last night 
he will find there a statement of the 
circumstances of this loan, and also of 
the other to which he referred. Those 
loans were made in 1885 and 1886, and 
in subsequent years it was anticipated 
that the harbour fees would produce a 
revenue of £4,000. I am sorry to say 
that they have never produced more than 
about £600 per year, and owing to the 
change in the fishing industry there is no 
probability of a greater revenue coming 
in from the harbour unless very con- 
siderable further expenditure is under- 
taken. It has been found impossible 
by the harbour authorities to raise any 
money or get anyone else to take an 
interest ,in this question unless the 
existing debts are cleared off. The 
£23,000 is the sum we are asking for, and 
the remaining £10,000 is to be provided 
by the Congested Districts Board. I 
do not at all contend that this transaction 
is a satisfactory one, but, having regard 
to all the circumstances, I think the 
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bargain we have made is the best we 
could make. The Irvine loan was for 
the erection of labourers’ dwellings in the 
| City of Dublin, and in this case a receiver 
has been put in, and by careful manage- 
ment the loan has been so reduced that 
there is now only a matter of some 
£1,300 outstanding. The cottages are 
in a bad state of repair, and we received 
an offer of £1,100 in satisfaction of the 
| debt, and, having regard to the expenses 
‘involved in maintaining the cottages, 
| we thought this was the best bargain 
|we could make. I will look into the 
| particular suggestion which the hon. 
| Gentleman has made, and see if I can 
|make any statement at a future 
I am certainly not in a position 
to make any further statement at, the 
| present time. 





| 

| Mr. CALDWELL said the Secretary 
to the Treasury had not stated that the 

| interest had not been paid, and he pre- 

/sumed that there would be fifteen years 

| interest in arrear as well. Was that so ? 

| 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There has been hardly any interest paid. 


Mr. CALDWELL asked how much. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


am afraid I have not got that information 
with me. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
this Bill was one simply to continue the 
additional duties on tobacco and spirits, 
and it was the natural corollary of the 
Budget. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that 
the Act which they were seeking to renew 
expired on the Ist of August, and he 
wished to know if the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer was aware that from the | 
Ist of August this year until this Act 
was passed they would have no power 


whatever to exact these duties in the 


Isle of Man. The Act of 1900 specifically , 


stated that these duties in the Isle of 
Man were to be levied up to the Ist day 
of August, 1901, and that was in con- 
formity with the Finance Act of the 
United Kingdom. It was rather a 
curious anomaly that in the Isle of Man 
those duties had ceased to exist owing to 
the Government bringing forward this 


particular Bill so late, and it would! 


be some time before it got the Royal 
Assent. He wished to know what 
was going to be done during the period 
between the Ist of August and the passing 
of the Act. Were they going to put 
anything in the Bill which would make 
it retrospective? This was the second 
occasion upon which he had had to point 
out that Bills were drawn in such a way 
as to violate the ordinary provisions of 
enactments of that kind. He hoped the 
Treasury would consider how this could 
be rectified. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH: I think the 
arguments just used by the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanarkshire are in favour of 
passing this Bill without further delay. | 
This Finance Bill would have a retro- 
spective effect, and the revenue from 
those taxes will be assured by the fact of 
the Bill becoming law. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
tor to-morrow. 
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MARRIAGES LEGALISATION BILL 
{Lords]. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”’ 


Mr. CALDWELL said that certain 
churches had not been properly con- 
stituted or legalised, although marriages 
had taken place within them. The 
object of this Bill was to declare that the 
marriages celebrated in those churches 
should have the same effect as in con- 
secrated churches. He was going to ask 
what was the use of going into all those 
questions as to whether certain people 
were not legally married, owing to those 
churches not being consecrated buildings, 
Why did not the Government bring in 
a single general Act to the effect that 
no marriage should be declared illegal 
by reason of its having been celebrated 
in a church not properly constituted 
or legalised? He thought there should 
be an assurance given by the Govern- 
ment that this matter would be 
thoroughly considered. When the Bill 
went into Committee he would propose 
an Amendment by which there should 
be a simple clause declaring that the 
marriages should not be declared to be 
illegal by reason only of the fact that 
they had been contracted in the manner 
described. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR : I admit that the 
present system is somewhat clumsy, 
and I will promise that the point brought 
forward by the hon. Member shall be 
considered. I am afraid there are diffi- 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND | Culties in the way which perhaps he has 


WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


not thought of. The matter, however, 
is deserving of consideration, and that 
I will undertake it shall receive. I can- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | not promise more. 


“That the Bill be now read a second | 
time.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


| 
Mr. CALDWELL said that as some| Bill. read a second time, and com- 


amendment might be made in Com-| 
mittee he would not oppose the Second | 
Reading. | 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 


| 
to the Standing Committee on Law, ete. | 


Mr. Caldwell. 





mitted for Monday next. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 


| of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. Speaker 


adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before ‘Iwo of the clock. 
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989 Dublin (Equalisation 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Friday, 2nd August, 1901. 


VISCOUNT TAAFFE. 


Petition of Henry Edward Mary 
Taaffe. Viscount Taaffe, of Correu, in the 
Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to 
yote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to 
the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereupon to the House. 





TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Lamington took the Oath. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


ELLAND GAS BILL [u.1.]. 
BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Commons’ Amendments considered, 


and agreed to. 


: ALDEBURGH CORPORATION (WATER) 


BILL. 


: further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
' and returned to the Commons. 


ILKESTON AND HEANOR WATER 
BOARD BILL. 
WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


{2 AuGusT 190i} 


Read 3%, with the Amendments ; 
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| tion of your Lordships that on Thursday 
'in last week this Bill, the Dublin Equali- 
sation of Rates Bill, came before your 
| Lordships’ House. The position then 
was that a Committee of this House had 
| introduced into the Bill, which had come 
'up from the House of Commons, certain 
Amendments. To these Amendments 
the noble Earl (Lord Spencer) took 
exception, and was about to move that 
the portions struck out be re-inserted. 
It was suggested then, on the part of the 
Government, that it would be an advis- 
'able course that the Amendment of the 
noble Earl should not be pressed, that 
the Bill, in the form in which it then 
| stood, should be sent back to the House 
'of Commons, and that your Lordships, 
'on learning what the opinion of the 
| House of Commons then was, should 
consider the matter upon its merits and 
| determine what course you should take 
when the Bill came back to this House. 
The Bill has been before the House of 
'Commons, and they, I think without 
dissent from any Member, resolved to 
disagree with your Lordships’ Amend- 
ments. The question is now, in fulfil- 
ment of the arrangements made last 
week, what course your Lordships will 
take. I will state in a very brief way 
what has occurred. Unfortunately, 
‘there is a history attaching to this 
| Bill, which I shall not trace; it will 
suffice if I state what occurred last 
|year. A Bill was promoted by the 
| Dublin Corporation for the purpose of 
/annexing certain townships existing 
/around the city so as to form, for pur- 
poses of rating, a portion of the city. 
| Three out of the five townships sought 


| STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCESTER, | to be annexed were added to the city ; 
AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, EAST AND and although Pembroke and Rathmines 
WEST JUNCTION, AND EVESHAM, | were left out, the Committee made this 


AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY 
PANIES BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


COM- 





DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 





Order of the Day read for the con- 


disagreeing to certain of the Lords’ 
Amendments. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 


VOL. XCVHL  [Fourrs Sertes,] 





REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD-UPON.- | 


lords, it will probably be in the recollec- | 


recommendation with regard to them— 


‘*The Committee unanimously desire to call 
| attention to the heavy burdens falling upon 
| the city of Dublin for objects ‘for which the 
| townships of Rathmines and Pembroke do not, 
| in their opinion, adequately contribute. They 
| are of opinion that these residential townships 
| should be contributors in these matters, and 

they invite the attention of the Government to 
this matter, and suggest that legislation 


| 
| 


sideration of the Commons’ reasons for | Should be presented to Parliament following the 


lines of the equalisation of rates in London.” 

At that time Mr. Gerald Balfour was 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, and he undertook to acquaint 
the Corporation of what attitude the 


20 
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Government intended to take in refer- 


ence to this recommendation, but a dis- | 


solution of Parliament intervened, result- 
ing in a change in the office of Chief 
Secretary. When the present Chief 
Secretary came into office he gave this 
matter full consideration. A Bill pre- 
sented by the Dublin Corporation was 
introduced, and into this Bill Amend- 
ments were inserted by the Chief Secre- 
tary, by which the Local Government 
Board was to determine the amount of 
the contribution to be paid by the town- 
ships. That was a solution which was 
thought fair, and to have met with the 
approval of all the parties interested. 
The Bill passed through the House 
of Commons with the Local Govern- 
ment Board clause in it. Now this 
Amendment, placing the Local Govern- 
ment Board in the position of arbitrators 
to determine the rate, was struck out by 
your Lordships’ Committee, and an 
Amendment limiting the rate to 6d. in 
the £ was inserted. That course was 
taken from the reference made that there 
should be legislation founded upon the 
London (Equalisation of Rates) Act. The 
rate in London is 6d. in the £, but those 
who follow this matter will know that 
there is no bearing whatever, at least for 
practical purposes of business, between 
London and Dublin in this connection. 
The rate in London is only in reference 
to matters of public health purposes, 
roads, and streets. Now, in respect of the 
obligations of the townships to Dublin, 
not only are these matters involved, but 
in addition there are markets, reforma- 
tories, industrial schools, and lunatic 
asylums, and these services are given by 
Dublin to the townships in addition to 
those mentioned in the London Act. 
Then, in London, the area is very great, 
the rateable value is very high, and the 
population enormous. There is no com- 
parison between the two cities. Is it 
better, by taking this London Act, which 
is not applicable at all to Dublin, to fix 
a sixpenny rate, or to leave the Local 
Government Board to determine what 
the rate should be after careful and 
proper inquiry into all the circumstances ? 
The latter was the view taken by the 
Local Government Board when they 
proposed these Amendments, and that 
view they adhere to. They believe that 
great injustice will be done if they are 


Lord James of Hereford. 


{LORDS} 
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| struck out of the Bill. The Chief Secre- 

tary for Ireland stated in the House of 
/Commons that £70,000 had been ex- 
pended in endeavouring to find a solution 

of this question. If your Lordships now 
think it right to say you adhere to the 
Amendments made by your Lordships’ 
Committee, this Bill cannot be proceeded 
with, and the result will be that in another 
session of Parliament another Bill will 
have to be brought in and further expen- 
diture incurred. 

Now, the next Amendment of impor- 

tanee is that by which the Lords’ Com- 
mittee postponed the operations of the 
Bill for five years. The ground of post- 
ponement was to enable the townships 
of Rathmines and Pembroke to recoup 
themselves for the expenses they incurred 
in opposing the Bills promoted by the 
Corporation. I think it is positively 
without precedent that a private Bill, 
the preamble of which is proved, should 
be postponed. It is a refusal of justice 
to those who come to the legislature 
for what they require, for what they are 
entitled to, to be told that in order to give 
money compensation to somebody the 
| Bill will not be allowed to come into opera- 
| tion for a certain number of years. The 
Irish Government, having taken into 
consideration all that has occurred, the 
value of the Bill as it originally stood, 
and looking to the very sad results that 
would follow if these Amendments made 
by your Lordships’ Committee were 
'allowed to remain, have arrived at the 
| certain conclusion that the Amendments 
of your Lordships’ House should not be 
| pressed, and that the disagreement of the 
| House of Commons with those Amend- 
ments ought to be upheld. 


| Moved, ‘* That this House do not insist 
}upon the Amendments to which the 
‘ es haw as > 9 

Commons have disagreed.”’—(Lord James 


of Hereford.) 


ViscounT FALKLAND: My Lords, 
as Chairman of the Select Committee 
before whom this Bill came, I feel that 
your Lordships will expect some state- 
ment from me as to the reasons which 
actuated us in inserting the Amend- 
ments to which the House of Commons 
have disagreed. After very careful and 
anxious consideration of all the evidence 





brought before us, my Committee unani- 
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mously decided that a rate, not exceeding 
6d. in the £, would be a proper rate to 
be paid by the townships of Rathmines 
and Pembroke, and would be the greatest 
amount they could reasonably be ex- 
pected to contribute. The Committee 
were told in evidence that 6d. in the £ 
would be no relief to the city of Dublin. 
What did that mean? It meant that 


they desired to have the power given | 
to them by Act of Parliament to levy any | 
The | 


rate they liked on these townships. 
Committee considered, in face of that 
evidence, that it was fair and right that 
Rathmines and Pembroke should be pro- 
tected from the city of Dublin. It must 


not be forgotten that these two townships | 


are thoroughly equipped with their own 
water supplies, lighting, and everything 
requisite to render them independent 
corporations. My Committee also under- 
stood that should a heavy rate, of, say, 
two shillings in the £, be levied on these 
townships, the inhabitants would trek 
over the border. 
ing up of the homes of the men who have 


raised the townships to their present | 


position of prosperity. My Committee 
thought that 6d. in the £ on the basis of 


population would not be a fair sum for the | 
We 
thought it too little, and therefore sug- | 
gested a rate of not more than 6d. in| 
the £ on the valuation of the rate-| 


townships to pay to the Corporation. 


able hereditaments. In the former case 


Dublin would receive £1,700 a year, and | 


in the latter £6,600 a year—a very fair 
sum for the townships to pay. 

Then I wish to state to your Lordships 
why the Committee inserted the Amend- 
ment that in the event of the Bill be- 
coming law the townships should not be 
compelled to pay the rate until 1907 | 
We considered it hard on the townships 
to be compelled to pay that new rate 
immediately, in view of the fact that they 
had to expend so large a sum--£20.000 
each—in defending their interests as 
against the Dublin Corporation We 
thought it fair, therefore, to give the 
townships a little breathing time, and we 
considered that five years was not too 
long. A rate of two shillings in the £ 
would mean a contribution of about 
£27,000 a year from the two districts of 
Rathmines and Pembroke to the city— 
equivalent to a rate of more than 6s. | 
on the London principle. With your! 





That means the break- | 


| would receive 


of Rates) Bill. 994 
| Lordships’ permission. I should like 
| to explain what would be the result if 
| the exact terms of the London Act of 
| 1894 were applied to the case of Dublin. 
|The London Equalisation of Rates Act, 
| 1894, provides a common fund to be 
distributed among the local authorities 
| and devoted by them primarily to carry- 
ing out the duties cast on them by the 
Public Health (London) Act of 1891. 
The grant is levied in proportion to rate- 
able value over the whole area leviable 
upon, and distributed in proportion to 
population ; thus the effect is that an 
area with a large valuation and a small 
population contributes a much larger 
sum than a district of similar size, but 
with a small valuation and more densely 
populated. The latter would receive a 
much larger sum than the former, but 
no district, however wealthy, can pos- 
sibly lose even the full sixpence leviable, 
for each district receives back some por- 
tion, because so much is given back on 
account of the population. 


This would work out in Dublin as 
follows :—The Dublin City valuation is, 
say, £794,131. At6d.inthe£it would 
produce £19,853. The Rathmines valu- 
ation is £145,000, which, at 6d. in the £ 
would produce £3,625. The Pembroke 
valuation is £111,000, which, at 6d. in 
the £, would produce £2,775, the total 
amount produced being £26,253. For 
the purposes of calculation, I will take 
the total sum at £26,900. The Dublin 
City population is, say, 270,000: that 
of Rathmines, 32,000 ; and that of Pem- 
broke, 25,000: giving a total of 327.000. 
The city would receive 352 of the whole 
grant, namely, £21.648; Rathmines 
3, which would work 
out at £2,544 ; and Pembroke would get 
ge, Which would be £1,987. In other 
words, Rathmines would contribute to 
the common fund, at 6d. in the £, the 
sum of £3,625, and would receive back 
£2,544, leaving a net contribution of 
£1,081. Pembroke would contribute to 
the common fund. at 6d. inthe £, £2,775; 
the proportion refunded would be £1,987, 
leaving a net contribution of £788. The 
city would, therefore, receive a net profit 
of £1,869. The result under this Act, 
as amended in Committee, if the full 
maximum rate of 6d. is allowed to Dublin 
City*by the Local Government Board, 
will be that Rathmines, whose present 
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valuation is £155,220, will contribute 
£3,880 10s., and Pembroke, with a 
valuation of £111,000, will contribute 
£2,775. The city of Dublin would then 
receive £6,655 10s., which would be 
equal to a rate of Is. 6d. in the £ on the 
principle of the London Equalisation of 
Rates Act. The Joint Committee re- 
commended a rate of 6d. in the £ on the 


{LORDS} 





lines of the London Equalisation of Rates 
Act ; this is giving a rate of 6d. in the 
£ without taking into consideration the | 
population, and it really means a rate of 
ls. 6d. and more. The valuation of the 





urban districts is rapidly increasing, and 
the contribution to the city would in- | 
crease in proportion. 

I now come to the Commons’ reasons 
for disagreeing to the Amendments in- | 
serted by the Committee over which I 
presided. The House of Commons dis- 
agree to the Amendment which provides 
that the operation of the Bill should not 
come into force till 1907, because the 
same is contrary to precedent, is inelastic 
in character, unsuited to the varying | 
circumstances of the city and the town- 
ships, and unjust in its operations to the 
ratepayers of the city of Dublin, in that 
it imposes upon them for a period of five 
years burdens which ought to be shared 
by them and the townships according to 
the respective benefits received by them. 
I do not believe it is contrary to precedent, 
and I consider that my Committee were 
quite within their rights in giving the 
townships time to pay these rates. It is 
quite true that it is inelastic in character. 
We did not mean it to be elastic. We 
said five years grace, and we meant that 
to be adhered to. As to its being un- 
suited to the varying circumstances of 
the city and townships, my Committee, 
after hearing evidence, did not consider 
this proved. Again, we did not regard 
it as unjust to the ratepayers of the city 
of Dublin, but we thought it would have 
been unjust to the townships to saddle 
them with £26,000 to be paid in 1902, 
when they had heen put to such great 
expense in defending themselves. The 
House of Commons disagreed to the 
Amendment inserted by my Committee 
fixing a limit of 6d. in the £, on the 








ground that, taking into consideration 
the respective valuations of the city of 
Dublin and the townships, it is inequit- 
able and inelastic in character and une 


Viscount Falkland. 
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suited to the varying circumstances of 
the city and the townships, having regard 
to the several heads of expenditure to 
which, according to-the Schedule, they 
are to be applied. We did not consider 
it inequitable, or we should not have 
given the Corporation of Dublin the 6d, 
in the £ on the basis of population ; and 
surely it is elastic in characetr, as we 
allowed the Corporation of Dublin to use 
the,6d. for one, any,.or all the heads of 
expenditure in the Schedule. That, my 
Lords, is all I have to say with regard to 
this matter, and I cannot help regretting 
that some noble Lord better qualified to 
defend the interests of the townships had 
not placed their case before your Lord- 
ships. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords,.I am sure 
the noble Viscount had. no occasion to. 
apologise to your Lordships for the 
manner in which he laid his case before 
the House. I do not intend to go at any 
great length into this matter, particularly 
after the speech of my ncble and learned 
friend Lord James of Hereford, and also 
because I explained my own views very 
fully the other day. I desire to thank 
my noble friend for having acceded to 
the suggestion which I put forward when 

agreed to withdraw the Amendments 
I had put down. The only remark I 
would like to make,. in reference to the 
speech of the noble Viscount, the Chair- 
man of the Committee, is that he entirely 
omitted taking any account of what was 
a very important part of the Amend- 
ments introduced into the Bill by the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant. 
I refer to the arbitration of the Local 
Government Board in regard to the 
amount of the rate. That makes the 
whole difference. It prevents the town- 
ships from being left to the mercy of 
Dublin, because the Local Government 
Board of Ireland is entrusted with the 
duty of regulating the rate, and of hear- 
ing all just reasons against it. In my 
opinion that makes an enormous dif- 
ference, and protects the townships in 4 
very essential way. I shall not trouble 
your Lordships further, 
expressing my most earnest hope that 
this compromise, which certainly seems 
a very fair one, will be carried out. The 
noble Viscount referred in his speech 


| to the similarity between London and 
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Dublin in this respect, but I think my 


noble and learned friend, the Chancellor | 


of the Duchy, disposed of that argument 


entirely in the course of his speech earlier | 


in the debate. Having regard to the 
enormous expenditure already incurred, 
amounting to about £70,000 for Dublin 


and the townships, I think it would be | 


a very serious matter to lose this Bill, 
and put Dublin and the townships to 
fesh expenditure; and, therefore, I 
sincerely hope your Lordships will agree 
with the disagreement of the other House 
in regard to these Amendments. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(the Earl of Moriey): My Lords, I 
desire to say a few words on this difficult 
and complicated question. If your Lord- 
ships agree to the motion of my noble 
and learned friend it involves our taking 
the unusual course of disagreeing with 
the Amendments introduced into the Bill 
by one of your Lordships’ Committees. 
As my noble and learned friend stated, 
the question on which the Bill is based 
arose out of the recommendations of a 
very strong Joint Committee, which sat 
last year on the question of the amalga- 
mation of certain townships around 
Dublin with the municipality of Dublin. 
At that time the Government un- 
doubtedly gave certain pledges that it 
would introduee a Rating Bill very 
shortly. It was not exactly in fulfilment 


of that pledge that the present Bill was , 


introduced. It was a private Bill, but, 
when amended in accordance with the 
suggestions of the Chief Secretary in 
another place, it received the support of 
the Government. When the Bill came 
up to your Lordships’ House it was re- 
ferred in the usual way to a Select Com- 
mittee, which made two important 
Amendments, namely, one postponing 
the operation of the measure for five 
years, and the other limiting the rate of 
contribution by the townships to 6d. in 
the £. My noble friend was a little in 
error in saying that the power of the! 
Local Government Board in Ireland to| 
arbitrate was omitted. It was not | 
omitted—it remains in the Bill—but the 
actual rate is limited to 6d. in the £. 
That is the position of things at present, 
but I do not think it materially affects | 
the point. The Bill went down to the 
House of Commons with these Amend- 





| 


{2 AveusT 1901} 
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ments in it. The Committee, over which 
the noble Viscount presided with great 
ability, undoubtedly heard, with the 
greatest patience, all that could be said 
on both sides of the question. There 
is not the slightest ground for saying 
that the Committee did not hear all the 
parties with patience or absolute im- 
partiality. But, when the Bill went 
down to the House of Commons, on the 
motion of the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, those Amendments 
were disagreed to. No doubt there is 
very strong feeling against the Amend- 
ments which have been introduced by 
your Lordships’ Committee, the argu- 
ment being that they are not sufficiently 
elastic, and that the original Bill gave 
the Local Government Board the power 
of fixing the date at which the measure 
should come into operation, and also 
the rate of contribution by the town- 
ships for the objects enumerated in the 
schedule. 

Having regard to all the circumstances 
which have been mentioned, it would be 
a great misfortune if the settlement of 
the question, which is apparently near 
at hand, were now to be frustrated. It 
is undoubtedly the case that if your 
Lordships persist in the Amendments 
the Bill will practically be lost, and the 
whole question will have to be raised 
again another year, and the enormous 
cost which has already been incurred 
will have to be increased to a very large 
extent. With great reluctance I feel 
myself bound to say that I cannot take 
the responsibility of recommending your 
Lordships to persist in your Amendments 
under those circumstances. The deci- 
sions at which Private Bill Committees 
arrive are extremely rarely altered in 
your Lordships’ House, but it seems to 
me that the feeling is so strong in the 
matter that it would not be advisable 
to persist in the Amendments in the 
present case, nor do I think it would be 
wise in the interests of the townships to 
do so. If the amendments are persisted 
in, the townships themselves would have 
to fight the battle over again another 
year, and if the Amendments are not 
persisted in they will have the consolation 
of knowing that by leaving the Bill 
elastic the Local Government Board for 
Ireland will have to decide when it should 
come into operation, and what the rate 
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should be. In 


of contribution 
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those | This is constantly done when Parliament 








Railway Bills. 


circumstances I have great reluctance | is dissolved, but very rarely under any 


in recommending your Lordships not to other conditions. 


persist in the Amendments. 


On Question, agreed to. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


ARLESEY GAS BILL [a.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with an Amendment; the said 
Amendment considered, and agreed to. 
BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [a.1.]. 
Returned from the 
to. with an Amendment. 


DOVER CORPORATION BILL [u.1.}. 


EASTON AND CHURCH HOPE 
RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON sieeateeed | 
BOARD BILL [u.1.}. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- | 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL | 


[H.L. ]. | 
Returned from the Commons agreed | | 
to. with Amendments. 


SALFORD CORPORATION 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
ments considered and agreed to. 


BILL [u.1.]. | 


Commons agreed | 


The excuse for asking: 
your Lordships to suspend these Bills is 
that they were introduced in a perfectly 
regular manner at the beginning of the 
session, but, by the action of the House 
in appointing a Joint Committee to con- 
sider the principles which are to regulate 
the granting of these Bills, they have been 
delaved so long that it has been found 
impossible to proceed with them. | 
{trust your Lordships will grant the 
| promoters this indulgence. 








Moved, That the promoters of the 
| | following Bills :— 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Rail- 
way [H.L. ], 
Central London Railw: ay (No. 1) [HL], 
Charing Cross, Euston; ak Hampstead 
Railway (No. 1) [H.L.], 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 2) [H.L.], 
Charing Cross, Hammersmith, 
District Electrie Railway [H.L. ], 
City and North-East Suburban Elee- 
trie Railway [H.L.], 
King’s Road Railw ay [H.L. |, 
Is Jington and Euston Railway [H.L. 
North-East London Railway [H.L. i. 
Piccadilly and City Railway [H.L.] 
West and South London Junction 
Railway [H.L.}, 


and 


| have leave to suspend any further pro- 


ceedings thereon, in order to proceed 


| with the Bills, if they shall think fit, in 


provided 


the next session of Parliament, 


' that notice of their intention to do so be 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
OXDER (No. 11) BILL [u.1.}. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [u.t.}. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL {[a.1.]. 

Commons’ Amendments considered | 
(according to Order), and agreed to. 

| 

LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAY 

BILLS. 

Tue Eart oF MORLEY: My Lords, 
the motion of which I have given notice 
is for the suspension of a number of 
Metropolitan Electric Railway Bills till 
next session, the object being to allow 
them to be taken up next year at the 
stage at which they are at present. 


The Earl of Morley. 





| lodged in the Private Bill Office not later 
than three o'clock on the day prior to the 


‘close of the present session, and that all 


fees due thereon up to that. period be paid; 

That the money deposited im accord- 
ance with the Standing Orders of this 
House in respect of all or any of such 


| Bills may thereupon be returned to the 
| depositors ; 


That the promoters of each such 
Bill to which Standing Order No. 57 is 
then applicable, may, on or before the 
31st day of December next, deposit in the 
office of the Clerk of the Parliaments an. 
estimate (signed by the person making 
the same) of the expense of the under- 
taking under the Bill, and previously 
to the 15th day of January next deposit. 
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asum not less than 5 per centum on the| Committee reported that there was 
amount of such estimate with the Pay-| risk of damage to adjoining property. 
master General ; 

That every such Bill to which Standing | THE Eart oF MORLEY : I do not 
Order No. 57 is applicable shall be re-| think it would be open to the frontagers 
ferred to the Examiners, who shall | to whom the noble Duke refers to petition 
certify whether or not the promoters | 2€Xt year. All the frontagers who are 
have made such deposit with the Pay-| entitled, under your Lordships’ Standing 
master General; and upon the Exam- | Orders, to be heard have received notice. 
iners certifying that such deposit | aia : 
has been made that the proceedings on| EARL SPENCER: I take it that 
every such Bill shall be pro forma in| petitioners who have not made good 
regard to all other stages through which | their petition this year will be able to 
the same shall have passed in the present | 9 0n with their case next year? This 
session ; and no new fees shall be charged | 18 @ very Important procedure, and, as 
in regard to such stages ; | far as I know, it is a very proper thing 

That every such Bill shall be deposited | eg ol id 0 . = meek expenditure 3 but 
in the Private Bill Office not later than | +s nr d like to know whether this is an 
; ; irely new arture. 
three o'clock on or before the third day | vey ae apenas 
on which the House shall sit after the next 


; [i EY . OF enue 
meeting of Parliament, with a declaration Toe Ear. or MORLEY: Of course 


| 
| *.¢ . . 
annexed thereto, signed by the agent, | the gener ouia wos a exactly the 
stating that the Bill is the same in every | vill awa es eT en _and 
respect as the Bill at the last stage of the | With re a : ee goecrogne preter 
proceedings thereon in this House in the | bene tiger ~cilisois aun enitaaes tots 
ae age | always adopted in the event of a dissolu- 
Where any sum of money has been | tion, and it has been followed in two or 
deposited in the present session as re-| three other cases, one being the case of 
quired by Standing Order No. 5% and | the General Power Distributing Com- 
has not been withdrawn as provided | pany’s Bill in 1898. which had been 
for by the preceding resolutions, a certifi- | gelayed by the action of the House. 
cate of that fact from the proper gence . 
of the Court in which such money was | a 
deposited shall accompany such declara- | bie a cea 
tion, and such Bills shall not be referred! Qydered, That a Message be sent to the 
to the Examiners ; Commons to acquaint them with the 
That the Standing Orders by which| said resolution and to desire their 
the proceedings on Bills are regulated | concurrence. 
shall not apply to any such Bill in regard ae 
to any of the stages through which the 
same shall have passed during the RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
present session. Hens 
That all petitions presented in the TREATY SERIES, No. 6 (1901). 
present session against any such Bill fy ee a ee 
; oe wahinsenes ees a 
shall stand referred to the Committee dom and France, referring to arbitration 


Pa ha ae: ite vs go dnonepe of the settlement of differences in connection 
Lee Lee Sf Se) with the “Waima” and “Sergent 


Tur DUKE or NORTHUMBERLAND: Malamine Si incidents ; signed at Paris, 
Will it be open to parties, particularly 3rd_ April, 1901 (ratifications exchanged 
frontagers, who have not petitioned, at Paris, 17th July, 1901). 
to petition next session against these wees ’ , 
Bills?) A great many of these frontagers NATURALISATION LAWS. 
had no notice that the Bills were to be| Report of the Inter-Departmental 
introduced. Notice was only given to| Committee appointed by the Secretary of 
those whose property is proposed to be| State for the Home Department, to con- 
taken, notwithstanding that the Joint | sider the Acts relating to the naturalisa- 
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Amendment Bill. 


tion, and to advise what amendment, if| be found in accommodating a large fleet 
any, of the law is desirable ; with appen- in Malta harbour under existing con- 


dix. 


PUBLIC WORKS (IRELAND). 


ditions. The construction of a break- 
water at the position he had named 
would render available a large space of 


Sixty-ninth Annual Report of the Com- the harbour which was not at present 


missioners of Public Works in Ireland, 


He had 


used owing to its exposure. 


with appendices, for the year ended 31st | seen the whole of the wharves between 


March, 1901. 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 


Nineteenth Annual Report of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the , 
year 1900: Part III. Scientific investiga- 


tions. 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS Gov 


(IRELAND) 1900. 
Part I. Criminal statistics. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Petitions for amendment of Standing 
Order No. 22; of the British Electric 
Traction Company; and the London 
Chamber of Commerce. Read. and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


JOURNAL COMMITTEE. 

Report from, that the one hundred and 
thirty-second volume of the Journals 
(62nd and 63rd Vict., 1900), with an 
Index, was ready for delivery ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ; and the said 
volume ordered to be delivered in the 
same manner as the preceding volumes 
of the Journals have been delivered. 


MALTA BREAKWATER SCHEME. 

ViscounT SIDMOUTH asked the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
the scheme of a breakwater on the 


Monarch Shoal, near the entrance of | 


Malta Harbour, the subject of a recent 
debate in the Council of Government 
in that island, had been approved by His 
Majesty s Government and was intended 
to be adopted ; whether a report of that 
debate could be laid upon the Table ; 
and whether the improvement of the 
quarantine harbour for the accommoda- 
tion of shipping was in contemplation. 
He said that considerable difficulty would 





the entrance of the harbour and the 
Customs House completely washed away. 
With regard to the quarantine harbour, 
the depth of water was so insufficient 
that it could only be used very occasion- 
ally by small vessels. If a proper system 
| of dredging were adopted, the quarantine 
harbour might be made available for 
merchant vessels in the event of the 
ernment deciding to take possession 
of the grand harbour, which was very 
necessary if sufficient harbour accommo- 
dation was to be provided for our Fleet in 
the Mediterranean. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE): My 
Lords, the Government have decided 
that the large requirements of the Fleet 
at Malta necessitated the construction 
of a breakwater on the Monarch Shoal, 
which should not only provide the accom- 
modation which the Fleet now requires, 
| but should render Malta safe from attack 
‘by torpedo-boats. One million sterling 
is the estimated total cost, and that sum 
\is provided for in the Naval Works Loan 
Bill which is now before the House of 
/Commons. If the House of Commons 
\is prepared to vote the money, the break- 
| water will be constructed. As regards 
‘the quarantine harbour, I am aware of 
\its potential value, but we do not con- 
| sider that it is necessary at the present 
| time to propose any works in connection 
| with that harbour from an Admiralty 
| point of view. I am not aware that the 
| Colonial Government have any scheme 
‘in contemplation in that respect. As 
regards the debate referred to, the 
Admiralty have no report of what took 
place, nor have the Colonial Office. 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL [ut]. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived: 
Then Standing Order No. XXXIX. 





considered (according to Order) and 
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dispensed with ; Bill read 34, and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


LARCENY BILL. 


Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 
[SeconD Reap1na.] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
My Lords, the Bill which I now ask your 
Lordships to read a second time is one 
which was discussed at very considerable 
length in the House of Commons. I 
do not think it is probable, especially 
from the appearance of the Front Oppo- 
sition Bench, that it will occupy a very 
large portion of your Lordships’ atten- 
tion or time. There were two causes, I 
think, why there was so much discussion 
in the House of Commons. One cause 
was that there are a very considerable 
number of gentlemen in that House who 
appear to be extremely anxious to take 
every opportunity of discussing at great 
length every subject whatever, quite 
irrespective of its importance or its com- 
plexity. The other, and, I think, much 
more justifiable reason for the debate 
in the other House was because the dis- 
cussion of this Bill must almost neces- 
sarily have relation to the debates upon 
a Bill of much larger scope and character, 
which, in the face of a very considerable 
amount of opposition, was dropped. I do 
not think I need refer very much to the 
subject of the first Education Bill which 
was introduced by the Government in 
the present session. Like the Bill of last 
year, which I introduced in this House, 
the main object of that Bill was the con- 
stitution of local authorities for the 
control of secondary education ; and the 
Bill provided that the county or county 
borough should be the area, and that the 
county councils, or borough councils, or 
county borough councils should be, with 
certain additions, the foundation of the 
local authority to be established by the 
Bill. Those were the main objects of the 
Bill which was first introduced in the 
present session ; but it became necessary 
to add two supplementary provisions on 
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account of the situation which had been 
created by the result of what is well 
known to your Lordships as the Cockerton 
case. The judgment in that case had 
pronounced that the application of the 
rates to certain schools, which had been 
up to that time maintained and managed 
by school boards, was an illegal applica- 
tion ; and, while we did not propose to 
alter the law as it had been laid down in 
that judgment, it was necessary to find 
some means by which these schools might 
be carried on until such time as Parlia- 
ment should have been able to give full 
consideration to their future status and 
the authority under which they should 
be carried on. We provided, therefore, 
in the Bill first introduced that these 
schools should continue to be carried on, 
but that, if the rates were applied to 
them, it should be only with the sanction 
of those authorities which we proposed 
to constitute with control of secondary 
education within the area. The con- 
troversy between us and certain school 
boards was, I believe, sooner or later an 
inevitable one. If the Bill which I intro- 
duced last year in this House could have 
become law, sooner or later I have no 
doubt that these so-called Cockerton 
schools would have come under the con- 
trol of the new authorities created by 
that Bill. But this, no doubt, would have 
been the work of a considerable amount 
of time, of discussion, and probably more 
or less of conflict. As it has turned out, 
the Cockerton judgment has intervened, 
it has rendered the situation acute, and 
has cut the knot which might under 
other circumstances have required pro- 
longed unravelling, and it has made an 
immediate solution of some kind neces 
sary. 

The contention, therefore, between 
us and the school boards is simply this— 
the courts of law have decided that the 

/powers exercised by school boards are 
/powers which are strictly limited to 
‘the provision of elementary education, 
| and of elementary education for children. 
|The Bill introduced in the House of 
Commons earlier in the session declared 
the intention of the Government to 
aecept the principle of law laid down by 
the judgment, and declined to entertain 
any proposal for the extension of the 
powers of school boards beyond those 
which they at present possess. Naturally 
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in these circumstances some of the 


larger and more ambitious school boards | 
which had already obtained a consider- | 


able footing in the region of secondary 
education, were unwilling to abandon 
that position, and, instigated, I think, 
mainly by the National Union of 
Teachers, and supported by that union, 
have been able to secure in ‘support of 
their contention the support of almost 
every school board in the country. It 


is perfectly natural, and I do not com- | 
Union of 


plain, that the National 
Teachers should consider whether the 


interests of those they represent are | 


involved in the settlement of this ques- 
tion, and it is perfectly right and fair, 
before it was finally decided, that the 
National Union of Teachers should have 

hearing. But I am not prepared to 
admit—on the contrary, I am prepared 
most strongly to deny—that the interests 
of education generally are necessarily o1 
probably identical with the interests of 
teachers, or that the opinion of the 
National Union of Teachers ought to be 
decisive in the ultimate settlement of this 
question whenever it comes before Parlia- 
ment, as it must before very long, to be 
finally settled. It was found impossible, 
on account of time, to proceed with the | 
measure first introduced in the House of | 
Commons ; but | should like to say that 
time, and time alone, was the reason why 
it was withdrawn. We did not hear any 
arguments in the course of the discussion 
on that Bill which convinced us that we | 
were wrong in the principle which we 
adopted, either with regard to the pro- 
posals we made as to the area or the 
foundation of the future secondary 
authority. We heard no arguments 
which convinced us that it would be | 
expedient, on the other hand, either to 
extend the existing powers of the school | 
hoards, or, as was urged in other quarters, 
to constitute a new educational authority 
us it was called ad hoc, instead of the 
proposal which we laid before Parliament. 
Therefore, when the Bill had been 
dropped, on account of time, it became , 
necessary to consider what was to be done | 
with these schools affected by the Cocker- 
ton judgment. No one has ever sug- 
gested that these schools should be left to | 
their fate. 

It has been suggested in various | 
quarters that my right hon. friend the 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
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Vice-President of the Council and | 
myself are extremely anxious that these 
schools, or a large number of them, 
should be extinguished. That is entirely 
a misstatement, or a misapprehension. 
I have said on previous occasions in this 
House that in our opinion some of these 
schools might be unnecessary, that some 
of them, by overlapping, might injur- 
iously compete with other schools 
also supported from public funds, and be 
actually mischievous; but as to the 
schools themselves we have always 
admitted, and I am prepared to admit 
now, that probably the great majority 
of them are doing a necessary and useful 
work. Towards the schools themselves 
we do not entertain the smallest feeling 


} 


of hostility, all that we contend is that if 


these schools are to be continued, as we 
wish they should be continued, they 
should be placed under a proper authority 
and, as these schools are rather in the 
nature of secondary than elementary 


schools, we hold, with the Report of the 


Royal Commission on Secondary Eduea- 
tion of a few years ago, that the authority 
under which these schools ought to be 
placed is a secondary education authority, 
and not the school board. I have said 
that no one has suggested that these 
schools should be left to their fate. Our 
solution, which has been proposed for 
their temporary continuance, is to be 
found in the Bill. We could not, as was 
proposed in the early part of the session, 
place them under the control of the 
secondary authority, because that autho- 
rity was not in existence ; in its absence 
we propose to place these schools under 
what we consider to be the nearest 
approach to the proper authority. County 
councils and county borough councils 
already possess under the Technical 
Instruction Acts considerable power in 
regard to education, and have access to a 
considerable amount of expert educa- 
We think, therefore, 
they are the proper and a satisfactory 
authority, and we propose until a 
secondary education authority is con- 
stituted to make the continuance of 
these schools dependent upon the sanction 
of the local county council or the county 
borough council, or, failing their willing- 
ness to act, any other local at uthority 
under the Technical Instruction Acts, 
1889 and 1891. What alternatives had 


‘ 
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we to consider? We have been asked to | schools giving education of a secondary 
introduce a Bill simply to legalise the | character should be placed under a 
status yuo, or, as another alternative, to| secondary education authority, and 
give the Board of Education power to | should not be controlled by the elemen- 
decide upon the terms on which schools | tary education authority. Though this 
might be maintained and continued. We is an important principle, it is one of 
object to the first of these proposals | extreme simplicity, although it has been, 
because, in our opinion, it is a step, not | as I have said, with great ingenuity over- 
perhaps a long step, but a stepina wrong laid in another place with an enormous 
direction. We do not believe these | mass of irrelevant matter. The question is 
schools are properly described as ele-| not, and never has been, whether these 
mentary schools, and we do think that | schools are to be continued or extin- 
the power of school. boards should be| guished. I believe that in the result 
properly confined to elementary educa- | the effect of the proposal we make and 
tion. We therefore think it would be a | that of the proposal the noble Lord desires 
step in the wrong direction to continue | us to adopt will be almost identical ; but 
the existence of these schools even for a| ag we believe that our proposal is based 
year under present school boards. We | on a sound principle, and that his alter- 
object equally strongly to the other) native seems to give countenance to an 
alternative. because, in the first place, | unsound principle, I trust your Lordships 
the Board of Education has not, and | will give consent to the Second Reading 
cannot possibly have, local knowledge as | of this Bill. 
to the educational necessities of any | 
district or locality to enable it to decide! Moved, That the Bill be now read 
with full means of arriving at a proper | 2%—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 
decision whether any of the schools are 
unnecessary and ought to be discon-| Lorp REAY: My Lords, I hope I need 
tinued, or under what conditions they | not give the House any assurance that I 
should be carried on. We object to the do not represent the National Union of 
latter proposal still more strongly, because | Teachers, and that I have no mandate 
it would be setting a precedent of the very | from them to oppose this Bill. I do not 
worst kind. I believe it is entirely un-| know what their views may be, and what 
precedented to confide to any department | I shall say on this occasion will be entirely 
of Government power of directing or | on my own responsibility. Although this 
sanctioning expenditure of rates for any | Bill is No. 2 of this session, it is Bill No. 6 
purpose without the consent of the repre-| of this Government. First we had the 
sentatives of the ratepayers. | Bill of 1896, which was withdrawn ; 
Now, I believe I have said all that it is| then we had the Board of Education Bill 
necessary I should say in moving the | of 1898, followed by the Bill of 1899, 
Second Reading of this Bill. It is not the | which is known as the Board of Educa- 


} “casion, I think, to make a speech on the | tion Act; then we had the Bill of 1900, 


whole education question, and if the noble | which soon disappeared ; and Bill No. 1 
Lord moves the Amendment of which he | of this year, which was cut off at an early 
has given notice I shall have an oppor- | period of its existence, so that really this is - 
tunity of replying to any criticisms he or | Education Bill No. 6, and the Bill of next 
his friends may make. Notwithstanding | year will be Education Bill No. 7. In. 
the enormous length of the debates in | Bill No. 1 there was to be a local education 
another place, I really think I have said| authority in every county and county 
all that is necessary to enable your Lord-| borough acting through an Education 
ships to understand the scope of the pro-| Committee constituted in accordance 
posal I have to submit. I can only! with a scheme made by the Council and 
wonder at the extraordinary ingenuity | approved by the Board of Education. An. 
with which the endeavour has been} urban district might purchase the power 
made, and to a certain extent not without | of having its own committee, by imposing. 
success, to make a mountain out of an/a rate not exceeding a penny. In this 
extremely small molehill. I do not deny, | Bill we have to deal with the council of. 
ny Lords, that the Bill I ask you to accept | the county or county borough, or, with 
contains an important principle—that | the sanction of the Board of Education, 
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any other local authority under the 
Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 and 
1891. Under Section 4 (1) of the 
Technical Education Act, the only other 
local authority is an urban sanitary 
authority, and the council of the borough. 
It seems to me quite clear that Sub- 
section 2 of Section 1 of the Act of 1889 
and paragraph 2 of Section 2 of the Act 
of 1891 do not constitute the Committee 
herein mentioned a local authority, 
neither can the directory create a local 
authority. The Bill, therefore, does not 
vest any power in technical education 
committees. We have been told that it 


was important to introduce this principle | 


of a local authority for secondary educa- 


tion in this Bill, because it deals with | 


secondary education. This contention 
should be perfectly intelligible if it was 
proposed to transfer these schools and 
classes to that newly-constituted autho- 
rity. But that is not what the Bill does. 
It says to the school boards, ‘‘ If you can 
arrive at a satisfactory settlement with 
the local authority for a year you may 
pursue uninterruptedly the work which 
the judges have declared to be illegal.” 
Now, the Bill gives to the various 
councils who are to empower the school 
boards a wide range of difficult questions 
to enter upon. In the first plaze, the 
county councils will have to decide when 
the school fund is not lawfully applicable 
to the maintenance of any school or class. 
They cannot escape from legal arguments 


which the Board of Education decline to | 


deal with, although a public department 
has, in this respect, much greater facilities 
than a county council. One council may 
arrive at an absolutely different conclu- 
sion from that,at which another county 
council arrives, and the utmost confusion 
may prevail. 
been avoided if the Board of Education, 
after consultation with the Local Govern- 
ment Board, had stated in a cireular— 
taking parliamentary powers for that 
purpose—in what cases a surcharge would 
be made. A county council under this 
Bill may settle the curriculum of a school 
so as to prevent overlapping, and it may 
order fees to be paid in order to prevent 
competition. We shall be told that it is 
extremely unlikely that county councils 
will spoil their holidays by such a dis- 
cussion, and that in most cases they will 
-simply allow the school boards to proceed, 


Lord Reay. 
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| but in the Bill there are absolutely no 
guarantees against a deadlock. The Bill 
/must be interpreted by the Minute of 
3rd July. Under the Minute any num- 
ber of new voluntary schools may be 
started. Where a county or town council 
is unfavourable to board schools it may 
/encourage the former, and then tell the 
school board that its schools overlap or 
are unnecessary. It is not a_ hypo 
thetical case—it has arisen in Leeds. At 
a meeting of the finance committee held 
(on 19th July it was resolved— 

| “That the application of the school board 
for the authority and indemnity of the city 
council to enable them to continue those 
| schools declared to be illegal by the Cockerton 
| judgment be granted, subject to their under- 
taking to comply with any suggestions which 
may be made by this committee for the avoid- 
ance of overlapping.” 

The school board was not satisfied with 
this resolution, on account of its am- 
| biguity, but the finance committee of 
‘the town council declined to alter it, 
and yesterday the school board decided 
| to accept the finance committee’s offer 
and to “ arrange for the continuation 
of the whole of the schools and classes 
affected by the Cockerton judgment.” 
The Finance Committee, on an applica- 
tion of the Leeds Church Day School 
| Association to provide twenty-five even- 
ing schools, decided to grant the appli- 


cation, as well as that of the Roman 
Catholic Evening Schools Committee 


under the following conditions— 


“An annual grant of 10s. per head for each 


scholar in average attendance at their evening 


Clearly, this would have | 


continuation schools, subject to the City 
Council having adequate representation on the 
committees, subject to its being supplied with 
such accounts as it may require, and to their 
undertaking to comply with any suggestion 
which may be made by this Committee for the 
avoidance of overlapping.” 


Last year the school board conducted 
sixty-two ordinary evening continuation 
schools in every part of Leeds. Some of 
these twenty-five new schools supported 
by the town council will constitute 
an over-supply unless the town council 
makes use of the power it has reserved 
to itself and closes some of the board 
schools “for the avoidance of over- 
lapping.”” Under its resolutions it can 
either withdraw the grant from the 
voluntary schools or it can withdraw 
the sanction given to the board schools. 
Obviously in such a case there ought to 
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be an appeal to the Board of Education, | out that the words in the Estimates for 
such as was proposed in Sub-section (2) | the current financial year are, ‘‘ Evening 
of Section 6 of Education Bill No. 1 of | Scholars in Public Elementary Schools, 
this year. The object of the Bill would | £218,693.” It is clear that the grant 
have been attained more effectively, |in Article 17 of the Minute can only be 
more simply, if the Board of Education paid under that head to a public elemen- 
had undertaken the duty of settling | tary school. I must further point out 
which schools should be continued. | that when this Bill expires you will be 
It has all the information. Through its|in this the 
staff of inspectors it can obtain any} schools removed from the control of 
furtherinformationit mayrequire. The|the authority which hitherto was able 
authorities created by this Bill have not | to use the rates for their maintenance, 
that information. No precedent can| which has the buildings and efficient 
be created by a temporary measure | teachers. You will then transfer it to 
either in favour of school boards or of | an authority to which, in the various 
county councils. It certainly will not} Bills you have introduced, you only 
prevent us from criticising the local | give very limited power over the rates, 
authority which will be proposed in the |and which in most instances has dis- 
Bill of next year. The intervention of | posed of the whisky money. The Bill 
the local authority created by this Bill | imposes upon county and town councils 
may have some unexpected results. a duty which they cannot perform 
Some night-schools, the noble Duke | efficiently within the available time. 
told us—I understood they were in| The schools must open in September. 
London—are mischievous, although they | It is not possible for a county council to 
earn grants. It is very likely that the| go into any details of administration, 
London County Council will empower | and without such an investigation the 
the school board to carry on these, result must be haphazard. As a 
“mischievous ’’ schools. The Board of | financial check the supervision will be 
Education may then find itself obliged | illusory as it will be vexatious. The 
to withhold a grant from a school | usual and natural method of imposing 
which, under this Bill, has been sanc- | control upon local authorities is through 
tioned by the county council. | a public department, not through another 
I must say a few words on the financial | | elected body. In this case the Board of 
aspect of the question. Grants for the | | Education is obviously the most compe- 








school year 1901-1902, to which the} tent authority to exercise these func- 

Bill and the Minute apply, will be paid | tions, and in order to place our views on 

out of the Estimates for next year. a ena I have ventured to submit the 

those Estimates are framed as the Esti- | motion which stands in my name for 

mates for the current financial year, | your Lordships’ approval. 

the grants of Article 17 of the Minute, 

which are not science and art grants,’ Amendment moved— 

can only be paid to the public elementary 

schools of Article 21,in accordance with |. “7° eg i all a pe ce cowed and 
é 96 f th Ed tion Act of 187 0. | insert ‘no Bill can be satisfac ory which does 

Section 96 of the Educati ©4™’- | not enable the Board of Education to empower 

An alteration may be made in the desig- | school boards to carry on out of the School 

nation of the science and art grant, but | Funds any schools affected by the recent judg- 


a a7; 5 ; | ment for the period of one year to the same 
is long as the Act of 1870 is not repealed, | | extent and on the same conditions as were 


it seems clear that the parliamentary | sanctioned by the Board of Education for the 
grant must be provided as prescribed | year 1900-1901.’”—(The Lord Reay.) 

by that Act, and for the purposes men- | 
tioned in the Act. This matter is of} EArt SPENCER: My Lords, the 
great importance, because any new| atmosphere and the appearance of the 
claimants for aid from the’ ‘parliamentary | | House this evening are not very stimu- 
grant reduce the money available for | lating to anyone who wishes to make 
higher elementary schools, and no better | a speech. If I look to the left I see in the 
use can be made of the money which | | distant vista three noble Lords, and I 
recent events have made available than | doubt whether more than one of them 
in an increased number of grants to| would support any motion which we 
higher elementary schools. I may point | might movefrom this Bench. On my right 
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the prospect is not more satisfactory, And he ends by saying— 

and on the cross benches is a very dis- 7 hice : a 1 to lift the el 

: sie t < “we rb ece ve never desired to li e children 
tinguished noble Lord from Washington, above labour, but I have always desired to 
who, if he gave his experience of the encourage education for combining labour with 
American system of education, might intelligence. Board schools and the voluntary 


throw great light on the subject. But —< i cg ge —— during the 
a _covtanalliort ies _. dast twenty-five years in this direction, an 
I am afraid I must say a word or two their work should not be impeded.” .-5 . 


on this Bill. We are told that the Bill _ 
That expresses the view I feel myself 


has been brought in owing to the Cocker- +! 
ton judgment, but the Cockerton judg- With regard to too strictly drawing 
ment might have been dealt with by the @ line between secondary and primary 
Board of Education and by my noble education. There are a large number of 
friend the noble Duke in a different Children who may remain in the school 
way. The illegality of the schools affected in which they have been educated, but 
by the Cockerton judgment might have who cannot possibly go to another 
been taken away. My noble friend school, and therefore it is, to my mind, a 
objects to that course because he con- Very serious matter if they are deprived 
ceives that it would be a very bad pre- of this higher education. The noble 
cedent; but I venture to think there Duke said there was another mode, and 
is considerable defence for these schools With that the Amendment of my noble 
from the mode in which the Education friend deals—namely, that the matter 
Board, even under the noble Duke should be referred for a year to the 
himself, has acted towards them. Ever Education Board. I do not for a moment 
since the Act of 1870, gradually, no say that this ought to be continued for 
doubt, but with increasing force, the long, but, as a temporary expedient in 
school boards of the country have estab- getting over the difficulty of the Cocker- 
lished higher education schools, continu- ton judgment, it would be far better than 
ation schools, and they have given the solution which is proposed in the Bill 
education to adults, to those over fifteen now before the House. The noble Duke 
years of age. I venture to think that spoke of the great interest which has been 
it would have been a much wiser way of taken in this question, and I will give 
dealing with the difficulty to legalise the the reason why there has been such a 
old method than to meet it in the way great amount of opposition. It was 
the noble Duke proposes by this Bill. stated by important members of ths 
I do not say fora moment that some alter- Government that they attach immense 
ation might not be made with regard to importance to establishing in this tem- 
the amount of what the noble Duke porary Bill a great principle of education 
calls secondary education, which is —namely, laying down the principle by 
given in these higher grade schools which secondary education should be 
under the school boards; but I say governed in the future. That is one 
now, what I have said before, that to of the reasons why many of us who are 
draw the line too tightly and too strongly deeply interested in this subject opposed 
between elementary schools and second- the Bill in the form in which it was 
ary schools would be a serious blow to presented to Parliament. We do not 
education in the country. I have read think the Government is justified, in a 
a speech delivered by a Member of Par- temporary measure like this, in carrying 
liament who has had very great ex- a great principle with regard to secondary 
perience in educational matters, and education, for it is a great principle to 
who says— lay down and settle what in future is to 
i be the local authority for managing 
i: oe wp: acd apc page ee secondary education. When this Bill was 
g w s¢ vi : . . . ie 
a er ai in the schools of aalend introduced it seemed ner if His Majesty's 
and Wales. Not more than ten per cent. of “overnment were anxious to put all 
these children could be induced to pass into the education under one authority, and it 
higher elementary schools, as separate from the’ was wondered whether possibly they 
public elementary schools. Schoolmasters and were going to put it under the school 


managers alike deplore that parents are in- ae: rs 
different to secondary schools. In the Swiss boards. But we very soon saw that that 
system this fact was recognised years ago.” was not to be the policy. We now know 


Earl Spencer. 
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what the authority is under which the 
Government wish to place all education, 
for I have not heard the assertion with- 
drawn that they desire to put all kinds 
of education under the same authority. 
The authority chosen under this Bill is the 
county councils. My noble friend behind 
me has shown what great difficulties 
might arise in respect to this. I 
am not against making use of county 
councils, but I have a strong opinion 
that many county councils are already 
overburdened with work. In my own 
county a resolution was passed against 
this very thing. In a large county like 
Northampton, where men come long 
distances to attend the county council 
and its committees, we find it almost 
impossible to add any new labours to the 
work of the council. I am afraid that it 


you add secondary education and 
then primary education—for this 
Bill is a step in that direction 


—you will find that the county coun- 
cils cannot carry out the work efficiently. 
I think, my Lords, that this is a very 
grave consideration. If a Secondary 
Education Bill were passed, and the 
county councils had to manage this 
education, they would have to establish 
schools in every part of the county in 
order to give the secondary education 
which is required, and that would involve 
an enormous increase of the work, 
w. ch I know they have done exceedingly 
well, in connection with technical educa- 
tion. At present county councils are 
entirely free from the religious difficulty 
and its unpleasant consequences. The 
moment we have a number of secondary 
schools placed under the councils there 
will be a struggle for the management 
of them between those who are in favour 
of certain denominationsl teaching and 
those who are in favour of a more general 
education. And if elementary educa- 
tion were put under the control of 
the county councils as well, this diff- 
culty would be enormously increased. 
I was glad to hear what the noble Duke 
said with regard to school boards, and I 


am glad to think that he does not agree | 


with what has been said elsewhere, 
that it is a farce to think that school 
boards are elected with any educational 
object. I have in my hand a passage 
from a speech of the noble Duke which 1 


think bears out, to some extent, what | 
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he said to-night, which was not entirely 
in condemnation of school boards. In 
1876 the noble Duke used these words— 


THE DuKeE oF DEVONSHIRE: I 


know them very well. 


EarL SPENCER: I am afraid the 
noble Duke has heard the passage quoted 
many times. The noble Duke said— 

“There are many of us, and I’do not scruple 
to say that I am one of them, who believe that 
the principle of school boards is the right and 
true principle in the matter. We believe that, 
being the right and true!principle, it will in 
time prevail.” 


I do not know whether that is the quota- 
tion the noble Duke knows so well. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: Hear, 


hear. 


EarL SPENCER: It is a good one, 
and one which I hope he has never 
repudiated. Personally I think it would 
be a great disaster if any serious check 
were put on school boards, which have 
done enormously good work in the 
country. The other night, when we 
were discussing the Minute, it gave me 
some satisfaction to hear the noble Duke 
declare that the principles involved in the 
Minute and certain other great educa- 
tional principles were not to be decided 
now, but were to be left to be decided at 
an early date. But I confess that I see 
very great objection in laying down 
in a temporary Bill of this sort, which is 
intended merely to bridge over a difficulty 
that has arisen in consequence of a legal 
decision, a great principle on which 
people throughout the country differ so 
largely. With regard to the future, a 
difference will have to be made in the 
authorities in towns and in counties, for 
the same circumstances do not exist 
in counties as exist in towns. There are 
many counties where there are hardly 
any school boards at all, and there is 
hardly any big county borough where 
there are not school boards. Therefore 
it will be much easier to arrange a new 
authority in towns than in counties. 
Those questions will have to be seriously 
considered, and, though I do not approve 
of the proposal in this Bill as a principle 
for the future, I am not for a moment 
saying that councils either in towns or 
counties should be altogether shut out 
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from dealing with this great subject. I 
most heartily support the Amendment 
of my noble friend, which embodies a 
much more sensible proposal than that 
contained in the Bill now before the 
House. It deals with the temporary 
difficulty in a way which does not create 
such great and wide differences of opinion 
as the Bill does, and, though I hardly 
expect him to do so, I should be glad if the 
noble Duke could see his way to accept it 
instead of the measure as it now stands. 


THE DuKe oF DEVONSHIRE: My 


Lords, I do not intend to detain your | 


Lordships many moments, but I suppose 


it is due to the two noble Lords who have | 
spoken that I should endeavour to reply | 


to some of the observations they have 
made. The noble Lord who moved 
the Amendment pointed out that the 
county councils might have considerable 
legal difficulties in dealing with the ques- 
tion which is submitted to them. No 
doubt that is possible. If there is a dis- 
position not to agree, there may be a 
certain amount of friction between the 
county councils and the school boards. 
I am not fully familiar with the case of 


Leeds, to which the noble Lord referred, | 


but I do not conceive that even in Leeds 
any such serious difficulty has arisen as 
he seemed to indicate. What I 
informed took place in Leeds was that 
the school board, who entertained very 
strong opinions on this subject, at first 
came to the conclusion that they would 
not make any application under this Bill. 
On their passing a resolution to that 
effect, the evening schools in Leeds 
under voluntary management signified 
to the borough council their willingness 
to undertake the work. On hearing of 
this the school board, I am informed—I 
do not pretend that I know the facts 
accurately—reconsidered their position, 
and decided to make the necessary appli- 
cation to the borough council, and the 
borough council, I believe, have replied 
that they are willing to sanction the 
continuation of such of the schools as 
they may find do not involve any un- 
necessary overlapping. Up to the pre- 
sent I have not heard of any case which 
appears likely to give rise to any insuper- 
able difficulty. The noble Lord also 
contended that the county councils had 
no means of dealing with this question. 





Ewrl Spencer, 


{LORDS} 
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| pointed out, in the observations [ 
made in moving the Second Reading of 
ithe Bill, that the county councils are 


|provided with a very considerable 
amount of expert knowledge on 
educational matters. 





Through their 
technical instruction committees, and 
| through their organising secretaries, who 
are attached to those committees, the 
county councils have already a very 
_ considerable knowledge of the provisions 
‘of education other than elementary 
‘within their areas, and it is probable 
that in a great number of places they are 
at this moment very well aware of eases 
in which evening schools managed and 
maintained by school boards are entering 
into unnecessary competition with 
schools which the county councils them- 
| selves have instituted. I do not think 
|that there is any foundation at all for 
| the allegation of the noble Lord that 
/county councils are entirely unprovided 
| with means for carrying out the work. 
That, at all events, is not the opinion 
ot the county councils themselves ; for 
ithe County Councils Association held a 
large meeting the other day at which, 
after considering the proposals made by 
this Bill, they passed a resolution to the 
| effect that they were prepared to under- 


| take the duties, and recommending the 
am 


councils which were associated with them 
to signify on the passing of the Aet their 
willingness to undertake them. So far 
as I am aware, there is, up to the present 
time, only one county council which has 
shown any indisposition to undertake 
the work. That is the county council 
of Northampton, which, owing to the 
great influence of my noble friend oppo- 
site (Earl Spencer), has passed a_resolu- 
tion somewhat hostile to the Bill. I 
now come to the observations made by 
my noble friend, Earl Spencer. It seems 
to me that the discussion he invited us to 
enter upon with regard to the question 
of one educational authority is at present 
somewhat premature. The noble Earl 
seems to think that this Bill is only the 
preliminary to a proposal to establish a 
single educational authority for all educa- 
tion, secondary or elementary. Well, 
my Lords, I am not prepared to state 
what may be the proposals of the Govern- 
ment on this subject next year, but I 





may remind the noble Lord opposite that 
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deputation, composed to a considerable 
extent of Members sitting on the Opposi- 
tion side in the other House, whose object 
was to urge upon the Government the 
expediency, and [ think the necessity, 
of the establishment of a single authority 
for all kinds of education. Those repre- 


{2 Aueust 1901} 


I received a small but very influential | tional questions. 
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It is notorious that 
the National Union of Teachers, which 
is neither more nor less than a large and 
very powerful union of school teachers, 
exerciss an immense influence on 
school board elections, and although 
that is an influence of an _ edu- 
cational character it is not, as | 


Business. 


sentations, no doubt, deserve very full} stated in the observations I previously 


and careful attention, but, as I have 
said, 1 think it would be altogether pre- 
mature to enter on the discussion now. 
I will not say whether we may find it 
possible to make any proposal on the 
subject next year, but if, as many of the 
noble Earl’s friends think, it is desirable 
that there should be one, and only one, 
educational authority, I have no hesita- 
tion in expressing my opinion that that 
authority can only be founded upon the 
existing county authorities, and that 
nothing in the nature of the extension 
of the powers of school boards so as to 
embrace every kind of education would 
be, in our view, at all admissible. I 
think we have already stated that strong 
objections will be found to the constitu- 
tion of any ad hoc authority for this 
purpose. The noble Earl reminded me 
of a quotation, which I very often hear, 
from a speech I made about fifteen years 
ago on the subject of school boards. 


EarL SPENCER: Twenty-five years 
ago. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: Then 
it is still more worn out. So far as I 
remember, the subject then under dis- 
cussion was exclusively elementary educa- 
tion,and what I may have said of the merits 
of school boards on the subject of elemen- 
tarv education cannot have anything to 
do with my present opinion as to what 
should be the functions of school boards 
in respect to secondary education. There- 
fore I am not in the smallest degree 
moved by any quotation which may be 
made from a speech which I delivered on 
a totally different subject. My noble 
friend said that he was glad that I had 
not associated myself with some attacks 
which had been made on school boards. 
I am not prepared to say that school 
boards are elected entirely without re- 
ference to educational matters, but I 
think that they are elected with re- 
ference to very one-sided views of educa- 


VOL. XCVIII. [Fourtu Srrizs.] 


addressed to your Lordships, an influence, 
in my opinion, which ought alone to be 
considered. What may be in the in- 
terest of the teachers is not necessarily 
identical with what may be in the true 
interests of education. Therefore I 
am unable to attach too much impor- 
tance to the almost unanimous expression 
of dissatisfaction which I admit has pro- 
ceeded from school boards with reference 
to this proposal. I trust that we may 
be in a position to approach this subject 
next session from a larger, broader, and 
more fully educational point of view. 


On Question, That the words proposed 
to be left out shall stand part of the 
motion, resolved in the affirmative ; 
Bill read 2 accordingly, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Monday next. 


MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; Read 
12; to be printed; and to be read 2 
on Monday next.—(The Lord Raglan.) 
(No. 185.) 
House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Seven of the clock, to 


Monday next, Twelve of the 
clock. 


— ——— 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 2nd August, 1901. 


BILL BUSINESS. 
BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


PRIVATE 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 

BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 

CLYDE VALLEY = POWER 
BILL. 





Os 
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GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN | PAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
RAILWAY BILL. ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords}, 
LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW | [UNDER THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PRo- 
WORKS) BILL. | CEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899.] 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC suppLy|. Read the first time, and ordered 
BILL. to be read a second time upon Monday, 


12 inte 
RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. | 12th August, and to be printed. 


SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND ‘T . — 


! 
: : (LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAY BILLs. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and | ) 


agreed to. That they have come to the following 


resolution, viz., that the promoters of 


. . the following Bills :— 
BIRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYS 


BILL [Lords]. Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Rail- 
SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL way [Lords] ; . 
[Lords]. | Central London Railway (No. 1) 
TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM. | [Lords] ; 
ROADS BILL [Lords]. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 


: ; : stead Railway (No. 1) [Lords]; 
4Read the third time, and passed, with | Chasing “jaa bed, ood ea 


Amendments. | stead Railway (No. 2) [Lords]; 
Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | District Electric Railway [Lords]; 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. | City and North East Suburban Electric 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION, _ Railway [Lords]; 
(No. 4) BILL [Lords]. King’s Road Railway [Lords] ; 


Considered ; to be read the third time) slington and Euston Railway [Lords]; 
upon Monday next. North East London Railway | Lords]; 
j Piccadilly and City Railway [Lords]: 
" . | West and South London Junction 
RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 11). Railway [Lords]: 

Mr. JEFFREYS reported from the Com- | 
mittee on Group 11 of Railway Bills, 
that for the convenience of parties the | 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday 
next, at half-past two of the clock. 


have leave to suspend any further pro- 
ceedings thereon, in order to proceed 
with the Bills, if they shall think fit, 
in the next session of Parliament, pro- 
vided that notice of their intention 
Report to lie upon the Table. to do so be lodged in the Private Bill 
Office not later than three o’clock on 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. the day prior to the close of the present 

| session, and that all fees due thereon up 
That they have agreed to Mond Gas to that period be paid. 


Bill, with Amendments. ; : 
That the money deposited in accord- 


That they have agreed to Amendments ance with the Standing Orders of this 
to Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill [Lords];| House in respect of all or any of such 
Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [Lords]; Biils may thereupon be returned to the 
Harrogate Water Bill [Lords]; New- depositors. 
port (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill [Lords], 


wibhiond denandueent. ‘That the promoters of each such 


Bill, to which Standing Order No. 57 is 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, then applicable, may, on or before the 
“An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 31st day of December next, deposit in 
under the Private Legislation Procedure | the office of the Clerk of the Parliaments 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Paisley | an estimate (signed by the person making 
District Tramways.” Paisley District | the same) of the expense of the under- 
Tramways Order Confirmation Bill taking under the Bill, and previously 
[Lords]. 'to the 15th day of January next deposit a 
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1025 Returns, 
sum not less than five per centum on| 
the amount of such estimate with the! 
Paymaster General. 


That every such Bill to which} 
Standing Order No. 57 is applicable |! 
shall be referred to the Examiners, who 
shall certify whether or not the pro- 
moters have made such deposit with 
the Paymaster General and upon the | 
Examiners certifying that such deposit | 
has been made, that the proceedings on | 
every such Bill shall be pro forma in| 
regard to all other stages through which 
the same shall have passed in the resent 
session ; and no new fees shall be charged 
in regard to such stages. 


That every such Bill shall be de-| 
posited in the Private Bill Office not later 
than three o’clock on or before the third 
day on which the House shall sit after | 
the next meeting of Parliament, with a| 
declaration annexed thereto, signed by | 
the agent, stating that the Bill is the 
same in every respect as the Bill at the | 
last stage of the proceedings thereon in 
this House in the present session. 


Where any sum of money has been 
deposited in the present session, as re- 
qured by Standing Order No. 57, | 
and has not been withdrawn, as provided | 
for by the preceding resolutions, a certifi- | 
cate of that fact from the proper officer | 
of the court in which such money was 
deposited shall accompany such declara- 
tion, and such Bills shall not be referred 
tothe Examiners. 


4That the Standing Orders by which 
the proceedings on Bills are regulated 
shall not apply to any such Bill in regard 
to any of the stages through which the 
same shall have passed during the present 
session. 

That all petitions presented in the) 
present session against any such Bill 
shall stand referred to the Committee | 
on the same Bill in the next session of | 
Parliament. | 


Lords’ message considered. 


Lords’ resolution agreed to. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith. 
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PETITIONS. 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Galashiels, for alteration ; 

to lie upon the Table. 

CLUBS (LICENSING AND 

SUPERVISION). 

Petition from Lochgally, for legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 
IRELAND. 


Petition from Alva, against establish- 
ment ; to lie upon the Table. 


IN 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Devonport ; 
and Bermondsey ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 


Two Petitions from Birkenhead, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MER- 
CANTILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, 
ETC.). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 18th February; Sir John 
Colomb]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 301.] 


NATURALISATION LAWS. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Inter- 
Departmental Committee appointed by 


‘the Secretary of State for the Home 


Department to consider the Acts re- 
lating to Naturalisation, and to advise 
what Amendment, if any, of the Law 
is Desirable; with Appendix [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Criminal and Judi- 
cial Statistics of Ireland for the year 
1900. Part I. Criminal Statistics [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


2P2 
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FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). | area; (8) poundage rate required to 

Copy presented, of Nineteenth Annual | pay the net charge or guarantee ; (9) 
2eport of the Fishery Board for Scotland, | poundage rate required to. pay ordinary 
being for the year 1900. Part IIL. | charges for same year (a) off agricultural. 
Scientific Investigations [by Command]; | land, (b) off other hereditaments.”— 
to lie upon the Table. (Mr. Thomas 0’ Donnell.) 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS TECHNICAL EDUCATION (APPLICA. 
(ENGLAND). TION OF FUNDS BY LOCAL AUTHO. 

Copy presented, of the Annual Local, RITIES). 
Taxation Returns for 1899-1900 [by| Return ordered, “showing the extent 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be to which, and the manner in which 


| 
| 


printed. [No. 302.] Local Authorities in England and Wales 
| have applied funds to the purposes of 
PUBLIC WORKS (IRELAND). | Technical Education (including Science, 


Art, Technical and Manual Instruction) 
during the year 1900-1, under the follow- 
ing Acts; Local Taxation (Customs 

_and Excise) Act, 1890 ; Technical Instrue- 

'tion Acts, 1889 and 1891 ; Welsh Inter. 

|mediate Education Act, 1889; and 
Public Libraries and Museums Acts.’ 

TREATY SERIES (No. 6, 1901). (Sir John Gorst.) 
Copy presented, of Convention between 

sae United Kingdom and France refer- 

ring to Arbitration the settlement of a me 

differences in connection with the Waima QUESTIONS. 
and ‘‘ Sergeant Melaminei”’ Incidents. ee 


Signed at Paris 3rd April, 1901. Rati-| SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—THE CHAN. 
fications exchanged at Paris 17th July,, CELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER AND 
; : MR. GIBSON BOWLES — PERSONAL 


1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the) pyp_aNATION 

nea Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
Yesterday the Chancellor of the Ex- 
|chequer contradicted me in the course 
Return presented, relative thereto of the debate on the Loan Bill in a way 
ie : ; which might have led the House to 
[ordered 27th June ; Mr. Kearley]; to | believe that I had misrepresented the 
oo oo the Table, and to be printed. right hon. Gentleman. I therefore desire 
[No. 303. } to put myself right. I said that the right 
BANLWAY AND HARBOUR | hon. Gentleman told his constituents 
~ semana oe | some time ago that we had got the Trans- 
sarang GREER). : | vaal, and that there never a a country 
Return ordered, “as regards Railway which had cost so little to conquer. The 
and Harbour guarantees paid by the | right hon. Gentleman to that interjected 
ratepayers of the county Kerry, showing “No,” | further stated that the right 
by baronies, and by smaller areas, where | hon. Gentleman had declared that the 
only a smaller area is charged :—(1) Name | war might be regarded as a blessing in 
of railway or harbour; (2) Area of | disguise. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
charge ; (3) Valuation of area of charge ; chequer again interrupted me to declare 
(4) Amount contributed in the last year | that he did not say that either. In the 
in respect of each guarantee ;(5) Amount report in The Times of a speech by the 
receivable from the Government in right hon. Gentleman at a meeting at the 
recoupment under the Tramways and higher-grade schools at Bristol on 29th 
Public Companies Act, 1883 ;(6) Amount | September, 1900, the right hon. Gentle- 

receivable under Section 58 (4) of the man is reported to have said— 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898 ; | 


Copy presented, of Sixty-ninth Annual 
Report of the Commissioners of Public 
Works in Ireland, with Appendices, for 
the year ending 31st March, 1901 [by 
Command ] ; to lie upon the Table. 


5 


BOILER venta (HIS MAJESTY’S 
; S). 


“If they considered that from small increases 


(7) net charge against each guaranteeing | of taxation the country had been able to bringto 
i 
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1029 Questions. 


a successful conclusion one of the greatest wars, 
perhaps the greatest war, in which it had been 





out imposing on it a greater burden than it 
could bear. He felt confident a very large sum 


the revenues of the Transvaal, towards repay- 
ing the taxpayers of this country the expense 
that had been incurred. . He believed 
they had acquired a territory of enormous 
value as an outlet for their manufactures, and 
a market for the industry of the United King- 
dom. He believed with a fair field and no 


and their great colonial possessions, he felt that 


the end to be a blessing to this country.” 


not materially misquoted the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. 


hon. Member. 


report of the first part of that speech. | 
In regard to the last part, it is clear from | 


| 


the words that the hon. Member was not | 
justified in saying that I had called the | 
war a blessing in disguise without at the | 
same time adding why I had done it. 


SOUTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY— | 
SCOTTISH CANDIDATES. 

Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies whether his atten- | 
tion has been called to the fact that | 
Scottish candidates for the South African | 
Constabulary have to proceed to London | 
for medical examination ; and whether, | 
in view of the cost and inconvenience | 
thereby incurred, he will arrange for the | 
necessary facilities for examination being 
afforded in Seotland. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): For the drafts which are 
at present being sent out, at the rate of 
sixty men a month, it is not possible to 
dispense with the attendance of candi- | 
dates at the London recruiting office, as, 

apart from the medical examination, it is | 
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engaged since the early part of the century, he | 
thought they would be satisfied the Govern- | 
ment had not extravagantly wasted the re- | 
sources of the country. ... We had added a! 
territory of vast value to the Empire and with- | 


would be available to be borrowed, of course on | 


favour English manufacturers could beat the | 
world; and it was in that belief, and looking to | 
the union it had brought about between them | 


even the war in South Africa would prove in | 


I think the House will see that I have | 


| maintenance ; 


Hicks BEacw, | 
Bristol, W.) : That is rather a remarkable | 
personal explanation on the part of the, 
I entirely demur to the | 
accuracy of his representation of the | 





1030 


| necessary that they should be seen by the 

Constabulary recruiting officer before 
being selected. I have sanctioned the 
grant of an additional sum on attestation 
in South Africa to selected candidates 
from Scotland and Ireland towards the 
expense to which they are put. No 
difficulty is experienced in obtaining an 
ample supply of suitable candidates under 
the present conditions of recruiting, and 
so far, I believe, only one actual complaint 
has been received from Scotland. 


Questions. 


COST OF THE CONSTABULARY FORCE. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state how much of the 
/ expenditure under Sub-head B, Vote 6, 
Class 5, South African Constabulary, 
maintenance and equipment, £2,500,000, 
is for equipment, and how much for 
whether any estimate 
has yet been made as to the probable 
yearly cost of maintenance of this force ; 
and, if so, will he state it to the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The pro- 
bable yearly cost of maintenance is esti- 
mated at £2,500,000 per annum. The 
present estimate covers a proportionate 
amount for 8,500 men plus the initial cost 
of equipment incurred during the year. 


| MILITARY EMPLOYMENT OF NATIVES. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the employ- 
ment of native scouts, as reported in 
Lord Kitchener's despatch of Ist August, 
has the consent of the War Office. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STan-ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): Natives 
have throughout the war been employed 


|as guides by both sides. 


Were the 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY : 


' scouts armed, and was that the cause of 
the regrettable incident reported by Lord 


Kitchener ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not able t 
answer that question offhand, but | 
should say from what is known that they 
were certainly not armed. It would be 
contrary to all orders issued on the 
subject for them to be armed. 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Has the|It is not clear what the hon. Member 
noble Lord’s attention been directed to} means in the second sentence, but he 
the statement published in the Dazly | will probably find all the information he 
Mail from their correspondent, Mr. | requires in the reply to a question put 
Wallace, that every British column in| by my hon. friend the Member for 
the two colonies is accompanied by a} Shrewsbury on the 18th July.i 
number of armed natives ! 
| CONWAY MARSH VOLUNTEER ENCAMP. 
Lorp STANLEY : I have not seen it. | MENT—MEAT RATIONS. 
| Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick); | 
| beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
| War Office whether 3,000 Volunteers 
| encamped on Conway Marsh for ten days 
COST OF THE WAR. /were supplied with home-fed meat, 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : | according to the Government schedule, 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to | °* whether any complaints have been 
the War Office whether the figure he gave received that foreign meat was supplied, 


hi tiie, Mbithee fax Casmarenn re. | end whether he will inquire into the 
lative to the expenditure on the war| matter, and prevent the supply of foreign 
meat in future except upon the same 


from Ist April to 31st July was) aR aa dae ae 
£25,750,000,as reported in the morning’s | of tt ieee ‘il those Simei the supply 
papers, or £35,750,000 as quoted by |° a eee. 
several hon. Members in the debate. | Lorp STANLEY: The arrangements 
for the supply of meat were made by the 
Lorp STANLEY : The correct figure | Volunteer corps concerned, with which 
is £25,750,000. I regret that by a slip; any interference on the part of the War 
of the tongue I mentioned £35,750,000 | Office would be most undesirable. No 
as the correct figure. I had the correct | complaints have been received. 
figure before me and [| supplied that | 
figure to the press gallery, but I was’! RE-EMPLOYED RETIRED OFFICERS 
unaware until the last thing last night "SENIORITY AND PAY. 
— ange oe se — nace rage | * COLONEL LEGGE (St. George's, Han- 
£35.750.000 as the correct fieure. or I| °Vet Square): I beg to ask the Secretary 
: . yh bes f State for War whether he can explain 
should certainly have taken steps to ° . . P 
eee: Teen alle apologise | why officers who have retired from the 
to the House and more especially to those Regular forces with liability for further 
ine wh, ane seliiel bw tay (OO and who are recalled to service 
: * |at a time of emergency in the rank 


cei which they held at the time of their 
| retirement, aredeprived of their seniority 
REVISION OF COURT-MARTIAL as shown in the Army List, and whether 
SENTENCES. he will take steps to remedy this griev- 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen- | ance. 

shire. W.): I beg to ask the Secretary | . +r ' . ante 
of State of Stine tera the sentence | Lorp STANLEY: W — wag 
of the soldier in South Africa, recently essen — po Army “ee pro 
subjected to corporal punishment, had genoa = nage ze “The “ 
been inflicted by court martial, and he «hag or be ge oe : A ¢8 
reviewed and confirmed by the acting | cans dl geal . a ld b vd depen i 
Judge Advocate General, and whether | a. a. ae Lon ag por fo to 
he can now state how many of the |p ae of as tees 1 a a al 
number of courts-martial in South Africa | gre ir en roahavge np z . 

have been revised by the central autho- | 7 eee SECON EE OE SNE 
site. ' | from half-pay, except in the latter case 
_when the disability has been contraeted 

Lorp STANLEY : The case referred ‘gecoosorcoenaialocanancenl Aesshivnie 
to in the first sentence cannot be traced. | _ t See preceding Volume, page 819. 


Mr. DILLON: I shall forward the 
statement to the noble Lord. 
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In reply to a supplementary question, | 
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EDINBURGH CASTLE BARRACKS. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I beg 


Questions. 


LorD STANLEY said that when an | to ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
officer joined the Reserve he took the Office whether he is aware that the last 
rank he held on the day of joining, and | Report of the Army Medical Department 
any others who had served longer would | shows that the ventilation of the New 


obtain seniority. 


*CoLONEL LEGGE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, see- 
ing that no deduction is now made from 
the Army rates of pay of re-employed re- 


tired officers who have commuted their | 
retired pay or received a gratuity, he will 


in future extend similar treatment to 
officers who are in receipt of retired pay, 
which is in the nature of a pension for 
previous satisfactory service, and which 
is at present included in the emoluments 
which they receive when recalled to Army 
service. 


Lorp STANLEY: This matter has 
been repeatedly explained to the House. 


[ have nothing further to say beyond | 
that no officer can draw both full pay and | 
Secretary to the War Office whether his 
| attention has been called to the last Report 
.of the principal medical officer for the 


retired pay. 


OFFICERS’ OUTFIT ALLOWANCES. 


*COLONEL LEGGE: I beg to ask the. 


Secretary of State for War if he can say 
why a retired officer taken into employ- 
ment with a cavalry regiment during a 
time of national emergency is only allowed 
£100 in aid of his outfit, whereas a 
warrant or non-commissioned officer 


Barracks, Edinburgh Castle, is still un- 
| satisfactory, that the fire grates in many 
| of the barrack rooms are wasteful of fuel 
| and inefficient for warming ; and will he 
| state whether it is proposed to take steps 


'to remedy these defects. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
| has failed to notice that the Report states 
that the improved ventilation cannot be 
carried out until the new quarters are 
built, and these have not yet been com- 
menced. As to the grates, money has 
been included in this year’s Estimates 
to provide for some new ventilating 
grates. 


FORT GEORGE BARRACKS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Financial 


Scottish district, in which he refers to the 
unsatisfactory ventilation of some of the 


| barrack rooms at Fort George, and will 
‘he say whether steps will be taken to 


granted a commission and appointed to 


the cavalry is allowed £150. 


Lorp STANLEY: This matter has 
been carefully considered, and it was 


decided that £100 was sufficient for an | 


officer thus temporarily employed. 


CAVALRY WEIGHTS. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | 


fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office if 


he will state the approximate reduced | 


weight now carried by horses of light, 
medium, and heavy cavalry in South 
Africa, and how the weight has been 
reduced, 


_ Lorp STANLEY : I have no detailed 
information to enable me to reply to this 
question. 


/effect an improvement before the Ross- 
shire Militia are again called up for 
training. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Report men- 
tioned is for 1899. In 1900-1 nearly 
£3,000 were spent on improving these 
casemates at Fort George, and another 
£900 has been included in this year’s 
Estimates. 


WAR OFFICE ACCOUTREMENT 
CONTRACTS. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he can state whether he 
is aware that of an order recently given 
from the War Office for about £55,000 
worth of military harness and accoutre- 


'ments only about £5,000 has been given 





to London contractors, the remainder 
being given to Walsall and Birmingham 
contractors ; can he explain why these 
two towns have been favoured with the 
| bulk of the order to the detriment of the 
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London contractors and London work- | the districts to deal with such arrears of 
men, a number of whom are unemployed | Pay. 

as a consequence of the greater part of 
the order being sent elsewhere. 





CHATHAM DOCKYARD LABOURERS. 


ea sap ge ino wry of the | Caprain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
eg. or 7 in aii re ee an | Secretary to the Admiralty whether it 
ee | has been brought to his notice that, 
Walsall, the offers from firms in these | whereas the shipwrights in Chatham 
ny ‘ ‘ 
districts being more favourable than / Dockyard have had their recent increase 


offers which were not accepted from | (¢ wages dated back from Ist April, the 


ry ° 
s " re is every | ; 
London and elsewhere. There i Y | dockyard labourers’ increase dates only 
desire to encourage the various centres 


| from the 17th instant ; and whether he 


of the harness and accoutrement trades | ill consider the advisability of placing 

to undertake War Department orders, | r sh, ae 
4 the same footing in t 

but the allotment of these must be based the labourers on the same footing in this 


| op err 
‘ : . | respect as the shipwrights. 
mainly on the consideration of the prices | P Pwrg 


quoted by reliable firms in whatever | Tue SECRETARY to THe ADMI- 
districts they are situated. -RALTY (Mr. ARNotp-Forster, Belfast, 


- | W.): The decision to increase the pay 
Captain NORTON : Is the noble Lord Maree milage 
aware that in Birmingham and Walsall of the shipwrights was arrived ot early 


acne icilia Si Acton te saad eae in the year, but was not announced 
sweated lemale labour 1s used, ane prices nti] occasion arose on the Vote in the 
thus lowered ? 


House. At a later date the decision with 
, 1. _ regard to the extra payment to labourers 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Why | was arrived at, and was announced in 


did Walsall get any of these orders ? 'the House. The decisions were arrived 

at quite independently, and no reason is 

63rp WILTSHIRE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY | seen, therefore, why the increase to the 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Finan- labourers should be made retrospective. 


ial Secretary to the War Office if he | 
ee ee ce ie SLAVIN (ary, 1): Wee 


will state why a member of the 63rd | , ‘ eo 
Wiltshire Imperial Yeomanry, whose 0D. Gentleman reconsider his decision, 
'and place the labourers in the same 


case has been brought under his notice, | Wy 4 : 
has received only £7 out of a sum of! PoSition as the shipwrights 4 


£56 16s. 7d. due to him for services | ss . j 
since 30th November, 1900; is he aware, MR. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 


that this man arrived in England on mo necessity to reconsider the decision. 


17th June, and that his discharge paper, , Both increases of pay date from the time 


dated 24th June, was not posted until they were decided upon. 
3rd July, in consequence of which he | i . ‘ 

failed to secure employment during the | Mr. FLAVIN: Why don’t they both 
interval ; is he aware that at least £30 | date from the same time ? 

is owing by the War Office to every other 

private of the company, notwithstanding | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Because 
the fact that paysheets made up to the | they were not agreed to simultaneously. 
end of May were handed to the adjutant | ‘ 

of the Wiltshire Yeomanry at Chippen- | Mr. FLAVIN: Why not? 

ham on 17th June ; and will he explain 

why these men have been kept waiting | Captain NORTON: But are they 
so long for the arrears due to them. ' not equally entitled to the advance from 


| the same date ? 
Lorp STANLEY: The case referred | 
to in the first paragraph is being inquired | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The two 
into. I am not aware of the particular | cases are entirely independent, and were 
cases referred to in the second paragraph. | dealt with quite separately. There is 
As the House has been already told, ! no reason why the decision im one case 


general instructions have been issued to | should be retrospective. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: Are not both classes 
of men in the same position ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No; they 
are in a totally different position. 


Mr. FLAVIN: As far as their claims 
are concerned I mean. 


[No answer was returned. } 


COLONIAL GOVERNORSHIPS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is in a 
position to state if any of the vacancies 


in the State Governorships of Victoria, | 


New South Wales, and Queensland 
have been filled up ; and, if so, whether 
the amount of each of these State 
Governors’ salaries has been settled. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The vacan- 
cies in the State Governorships of 
Victoria and New South Wales have not 
yet been filled up; appointments will, 
however, be made shortly. The Governor- 
ship of Queensland is not vacant, as the 
leave of absence granted to Lord Laming- 
ton does not expire till December. The 
salary of the Governor of New South 
Wales has not yet been settled, that of 
the Governor of Victoria has been fixed 
at £5,000, and that of the Governor of 
Queensland will remain at the present 
amount of £5,000. 


INDIAN PARCELS POST—DUTY ON 
CIGARS. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
Tepresenting the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that if a person in India sends 
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THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Customs duty 
on cigars imported by parcels post is 
charged not on the cigars and packing, 
but solely on the net weight of the cigars, 
which is ascertained by turning them 
out of the box and weighing them to the 
quarter ounce. The importation of 
tobacco or cigars into the United King- 
dom is prohibited except in packages of 
the gross weight of not less than sixty 
pounds ; but the Commissioners of Cus- 
toms, in the exercise of discretionary 
powers vested in them, do not enforce 
the full penalty of forfeiture of smaller 
| imported quantities, but allow small 
consignments to be admitted on pay- 
| ment, in addition to the duty, of a regu- 
| lated fine of 6d. per pound or fraction of 
a pound. In the absence of more 
detailed information, such as the name 
of the addressee and the date of importa- 
| tion, the Board of Customs are unable 
| to prosecute inquiries into the particular 
| case referred to. 
| Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I will 


‘send the hon. Gentleman a statement. 





| 


| 

| INDIAN STAFF CORPS. 

| Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state when 
promotion in the staff corps is to be 

(accelerated, in accordance with the 

| various recommendations to that effect. 


| THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
|INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Perhaps I may be allowed to 
|answer this. The promotions will take 
| effect from the 10th July last, the date 
'of the receipt in India of the sanction 
of the Secretary of State in Council. 


one pound of cigars to England through | 


the Post Office, and the packing weighs | 


three-quarters of a pound, the Post Office | 
insists on charging duty at the rate of 6s. | 
per pound on two pounds of cigars, when | 
the cigars and packing only weighed 
one and three-quarter pounds ; and 
whether he is aware that in a recent 
case a resident of Barrackpore had to 
pay 12s. on one pound of cigars under 
the above circumstances ; and whether | 
he will take steps to relieve the exporter | 
of the charge for packing. 





NEW GERMAN TARIFF. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if the 
German Tariff Bill, just introduced, 
contains any provisions hostile to British 
trade, and particularly to the iron, steel, 
or cutlery trade of Sheffield, notwith- 
standing the free market accorded to 
German goods ; and, in such case, if he 


| will ascertain exact particulars, and 


1639 


inform the chambers of commerce in 
the localities concerned, with a view to 
the taking of adequate measures for the | 
due protection of British industry and 
labour. 


Questions. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): A copy 
of the proposed tariff has been received 
and is now being translated and examined 
at the Board of Trade, who will lose no 
time in consulting their Advisory Com- 
mittee on Commercial Intelligence, and, 
if necessary, in communicating with the 
various chambers of commerce with 
regard to such portions of the proposed 
tariff as would be likely to affect the 
districts involved. 


WAIMA ARBITRATION. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state what ar- 
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Questions. 
*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The eon- 


|eession referred to has not been com- 


establish a bank at Zanzibar 





pleted. The clause giving the right to 
is not 
considered to confer any monopoly. The 
cireumstances are as follows :—The Zanzi- 
bar Government have long been anxious 
to develop the resources of Zanzibar and 
Pemba, and with that view they entered 
into an agreement early in the year with 
the Zanzibar Company, Limited, repre- 
sented by Mr. Neal, one of the clauses 
of which related to the establishment of 
a bank. The concession had the ap- 
proval of His Majesty’s representative at 
Zanzibar, but was made subject to the 


|concurrence of His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment. The latter, having considered 
its terms and finding nothing in them 


| contrary to treaty intimated to the agents 
|of His Highness in this country that, 


with certain modifications and subject 
to His Highness’s Government being 
satisfied as to the financial stability of the 


| firm, they saw no reason to object to the 


| 


rangements have been made with regard | 5 
yet intimated his acceptance of the re- 


to the presentation of the British case in 
the Waima Arbitration, and whether the 


arbitration is to proceed upon written | 
documents only or is to be accompanied | 
by oral statements ; and, if so, by whom. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: 

Majesty's representative at Brussels will 
be instructed to present the British case, 
which is finished and printed, to the 
arbitrator, Baron Lambermont; the 
evidence to be laid before the arbitrator | 
is in writing, but the arbitrator has power 
to request such further explanations as 
he may think necessary, and to settle 
matters not otherwise provided for. The 
ratifications of the Convention under | 
which the arbitration is to be held were | 
exchanged in Paris on the 17th July, | 
and the text of the Convention will be 
forthwith laid before Parliament. 


| 
| 


ZANZIBAR—THE NEAL CONCESSION. 
CapTAIN NORTON: I beg to ask the | 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 


His | 


concession. They are informed by His 
Highness’s agents that Mr. Neal has not 


quired modifications. 


CHINA—BRITISH AND GERMAN _IN. 
TERESTS IN THE YANG-TSZE 
VALLEY. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the condition 
stated by the German Ambassador in the 
month of May, 1898, as a sine qua non 
precedent to the recognition by his 


Government of this country’s special 
| position in the Yang-tsze Valley still 


remains in force, and whether His 
Majesty’s Government contemplate in 
the near future complying with that 
condition ; and whether he will state 
what the exact test is that is necessary 


'to fulfil its requirements. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: My hon. 
friend’s question apparently has reference 
to the despatch addressed to His Majesty's 
Ambassador at Berlin on the 13th May, 


Affairs whether he can explain to the | 1898, and printed at page 82 of the 


House the circumstances under which | 


| Blue-book. 


be seen 


It will, 


however, 


the Neal Concession for a monopolist | ‘from that despatch that His Majesty’ 
trading bank at Zanzibar, which is now | 
being offered for sale, was granted. 





| Government were unable to assent to 


‘the contention of the German An- 
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bassador, and no condition of the kind; to make a more definite statement. 
suggested has been accepted by them. | Details have not been received of the 
‘scheme for the improvement of the 
Sm EDWARD SASSOON asked | Peiho. 
whether the statement issued in October | 
last overrode or modified in any way that | WEI-HAI-WEL 
assurance. ' *Str CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
ee rer > 'the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
*ViscounT CRANBORNE: I must ask | the appearance of a new Vote for Wei-hai- 
for notice of that. | wei, in the Colonies Grants-in-Aid Vote, 
in Class V. of the Civil Service Estimates, 
CHINA—DATE OF EVACUATION BY | implies that in future the Colonial Office 
EUROPEAN FORCES. | will replace the Admiralty as the office 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | concerned with Wei-hai-wei. 
Molton) : I beg to ask the Under Seere- | 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
a date has been fixed for the evacuation Yes, Sir. 
of China by the Allied troops, exclusive | 
of those required as Legation guards. | PACIFIC CABLE. 
; Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
*ViscounTt CRANBORNE: The official | Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
date fixed for the evacuation of Peking, | attention has been called to a speech of 
exclusive of Legation guards, is the 15th | the Right Hon. Sir R. G. W. Herbert, 
of August, subject to a few days law if | G.C.B.,at the half-yearly general meeting 
necessary. As regards other parts of/ of the Telegraph Construction and Main- 
China, if have nothing to add to the} tenance Company, held on 16th July, in 
answer given on the 25th ultimo. which he states that the company in 
question will produce the Pacific cable 
towards the end of next year without 


CHINESE INDEMNITY—IMPROVEMENT | : teu : . : 
OF RIVER APPROACHES. | interfering with their other work which 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg esi is more pressing; whether His Majesty’s 
ask the Under Secretary of State for | @overmment have agreed to the proposed 
Foreign Affairs whether, under the | POStponement of construction ; whether 
arrangement for the payment of the Sir R. G. W. Herbert — that time 
indemnity by China, any goods which acting as an official of the Colonial Office, 
up to now have been on the free list are | and, if so, whether it was in accordance 
to be subjected to the five per cent.tariff, | with the rules of the service that he 
and can he state what steps are to be | should make such a statement. 


taken to secure the carrying out of | 
China’s engagement to facilitate the 
river approaches of the Peiho and 
Yang-tsze. 








[The hon. and gallant Member, in 
| putting the question, said it was not in 
| the form in which he handed it in, but 
| it had had to be altered to bring it mto 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: Proposals accordance with the Rules of the House. | 


have been made to include articles now ae i ~ 
on the free list, with the exception of rice Mr. AUSTEN C€ HAMBERLAIN : 
I have seen no report of the speech re- 


and cereals, in the 5 per cent. tariff, but “oD 

negotiations are still proceeding on the | ferredto. Sir R. Herbert was not at the 
subject. With regard to the improve- date mentioned a member of the Civil 
ment of the waterways of Shanghai, His Service. The contract for the Pacific cable 


Majesty’s Minister telegraphs that a pro- requires that it should be completed and 
posal has been made to entrust to a laid by 31st December, 1902. The 
council consisting of Chinese and foreign Government has no reason to believe that 
members representing trade interests in | there will be any postponement of the: 
Shanghai the direction and control of | °°@StTuction, and, as already stated in. 


the necessary works, but I am unable | reply to a question in this House, J a 
| informed that the engineers of the Pacific 


+ See page 61. | Cable Board are satisfied of the ability of. 
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the contractors to complete the work by | limited siding accommodation and to the 
the contract date. | system of working ; and will he ascertain 
| whether the Highland Railway Company 

HOUSING OF METROPOLITAN POLICE) ave given effect to the recommendations 
™ MARYLEBONE. | of the Sub-Inspector of Railways that for 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the : future safety a short siding should be 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | Put west of the entrance to the goods 
ment whether it has been brought to his | shed, which should be provided with 


notice that, owing to the clearances of 
tenement houses in St. Marylebone, it is 
impossible for numbers of the Metro- 
politan police to find respectable lodgings 
within two miles of the chief station, 
which compels them to walk eight miles 
a day in addition to the twenty miles 
which they are supposed to do whilst on 


. . . . | 
or police residences within a reasonable | 
distance of the station in Marylebone | 


Lane. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror | P 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. | 
Ritcuir, Croydon): From inquiry 1| 
find that the number of police of the 
Marylebone Division who have been dis- 
placed from their lodgings during the 
past year owing to the demolition of | 
houses is three. It is undoubtedly a fact 
that the difficulty experienced by police 
in obtaining suitable lodgings is an ever 
increasing one in this district, as in some 
others ; though, with the means of loco- 
motion now available, I cannot under- | 
stand how any men are compelled to 
walk eight miles a day to and from duty. | 
The question of housing in police wget 
ings those members of the force who are 
married is one which involves many 
practical difficultiesof a serious character, 








‘that the cause of the accident was the 


failure on the part of the shunter to give 
| 
duty ; and whether he will consider the | 


advisabilityof providing married quarters | 


| buffer stops. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. Geratp BAaLrovr, 
| Leeds, Central): The Sub-Inspector’s 
| report on the accident referred to states 


warning, as prescribed by the company’s 
special instructions before moving certain 
vehicles. He, however, was of opinion 
that the risk of such accidents would be 
lessened if further siding accommodation 
could be provided. The railway com- 
any considered this recommendation, 
but informed the Board of Trade that the 
space available did not allow, consistently 
with traffic requirements, of the pro- 
vision of a further siding as suggested ; 
they however proposed to call special 
attention to the necessity of giving due 
warning during shunting operations, and 
to erect a warning gong in the goods shed, 
to be sounded by the pointsman when 
shunting wagons into the shed road. 
The Board were advised that these 
measures might for the present be 
accepted. 


HIGHLAND MAIL STEAMERS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade, seeing that 
Mr. David M‘Brayne’s paddle steamer 





and I have, therefore, adopted the alter-| “Gael.” now thirty-four years old, 
native policy of granting an allowance in | having been built in 1867, is used for the 
aid of rent to the men serving in the | conveyance of passengers through the 
interior of the Metropolitan Police | exposed seas around the coasts of the 
District. | Western Highlands and Islands, will he 
state when, where, and by whom she 


was last surveyed. 
HIGHLAND RAILWAY—KEITH 

SHUNTING FATALITY. Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President | vessel to which the hon. Member refers 
of the Board of Trade whether his atten- | holds a Board of Trade passenger certifi- 
tion has been called to the report of the| cate. She was last surveyed by one 
Sub-Inspector of Railways on Accidents | of the Board’s surveyors at Glasgow in 
regarding an accident which occurred to | February of this year. I am advised 
John Mantach during shunting opera- | that she is a strong, well-kept-up steamer, 
tions at Keith, on the Highland Railway, | in every way fit for the service in which 
on the 13th December last, owing to the | she is engaged. 
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ABINGDON MARKET — SWINE FEVER | adjoining it, and movement there is. 
OUTBREAK. /thus prohibited because several serious 
Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spal- cases have arisen in that district. No 
ding): I beg to ask the President of the such outbreaks have occurred in the 
Board of Agriculture whether he is district round Reading. 
aware that on 13th May the Board of | 
eee! pst se ogg — PRESS TELEGRAMS. 
outbreak of swine fever in ingdon_ a sree ny ae 
Market, and ordered the slaughter of | one JAMES Bg (Wiekiow, 
two pigs out of a consignment of five ; ): beg to — - paced ho the 
and that 112 pigs were detained in the Treasury, as representing the I ostmaster 
avket views from: Monday 13th, till! General, whether, in view of the difficulty 
ot d P 18th Ma ‘ia im lite vere experienced by sub-editors and printers 
oneal h fer nage ney «gs, in deciphering press telegrams written 
raster tes fas e pine Reap Aa ay | on flimsy tissue paper, he would consider 
jie the pigs were kept in the open space the question of having press telegrams 
undera blazing sun for a whole week, | Sypewasten: 
why the order for isolation could not) 
have been given on the Monday, and why | 
Abingdon Market is closed and Reading 
Market, from whence the infected pige 
came, is still open; and will he stats 
who is responsible in the matter, and 
take steps to prevent a repetition of the 
spread of swine fever 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General believes that as a 
rule press telegrams are clearly and 
legibly written by the Post Office staff, 
and he has had very little complaint on 
the subject. The question raised by 
the hon. Member has engaged the atten- 
| tion of the Department, and experiments 


*Tae PRESIDENT or tae BOARD-oF se se pengetn os so far, the results 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- | 1#V@ not been satistactory. 


ton): The hon. Member is under a — se = ath 
misapprehension as to both the law and Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is the 


i teats of Shas dame. . ‘She onlay far right hon. Gentleman aware that in 
isolation came into force, not on the 18th, America press telegrams are type-written? 
as stated in the question, but on the 13th, | en a aa 
the actual day on which, according to the | AU STEN sags ig : = 
hon. Member himself, it should have come | *"@ S° ate @ oe baiee? gr laad —_ 
into force. The pigs were kept for five COUDtY: but I understand it involves 
irs tin Shin: tanibek teh. an: he eens be delay in dealing with press messages. 
imply, by the Board of Agriculture, who | 

had no power to keep them there, but by| ISLAND OF LEWIS—SCHOOL PLAY- 
the local authority, who had absolute | GROUNDS. 

discretion either to detain them at the) Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
place where they were seized or to remove | Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
them to some more convenient place. for Scotland, having regard to the fact 
What our inspector did on the 18th was | that the children’s playground in nearly 
not, as is stated in the question, to give|every school in the Island of Lewis is 
an order for isolation—which order had | unprovided with a shelter shed, and 
already been in force for five days—but to | seeing that the parents of the majority 
persuade the local authority to remove | of the children are not represented on 
the animals from the market—the very | the school board by reason of their rentals 
course which the hon. Member himself | being less than £4, will the Education 
suggests they should have taken much| Department for Scotland take such 
sooner. Abingdon Market is closed | action as may be necessary to induce the 
by the fact that the movement of swine | school board to provide the required 
except under certain conditions, and | shelter sheds. 

after they have remained for twenty-eight | 

days on the premises, is prohibited within! *Taz SOLICITOR GENERAL ror 
the whole of the Abingdon petty sessional |SCOTLAND (Mr. C. Scorr Dickson, 
division and other petty sessional divisions | Glasgow, Bridgeton): Perhaps I may 
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be allowed to reply in the absence of my 
right hon. friend. I have nothing 
to add to the answer which the 
Lord Advocate gave to the hon. 
Member on 23rd July—namely, that 
where any deficiency such as the 
hon. Member refers to is pointed out in 
the inspector’s report, the attention of 
the school board is called to the matter, 
and due consideration is given to the 
circumstances of each case. 


MAGHERAMESK ELECTORAL DIVISION. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
any report has yet been made by the 
Local Government Inspector in respect 
of the local inquiry held on the 12th 
June on the representations made to 
the Lisburn Rural District Council from 
the Electoral Division of Magheramesk. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
inspector's report has been received, and 
a Provisional Order, confirming the erec- 
tion of the four cottages proposed by the | 
District Council, will be issued without | 
delay. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
BALLYMENA RURAL DISTRICT. 
Mr. MACARTNEY : I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant , 
of Ireland whether his attention has been | 
-ealled to the application made by Mr. | 
James Hogg to the Ballymena Rural ' 
District Council under the Labourers | 
Acts; whether he is aware that the} 
district council declined to entertain | 
an application for a single house, and | 
that -Mr. James Hogg applied to the| 
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‘Lord Lieutenant of 
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IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD'S 
OPERATIONS. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the number of acres of land pur- 
chased by the Congested Districts Board 
from February, 1900, to the present date, 
dividing them into the number of acres 
which have been striped and sold to 
tenants, the number of acres unstriped 


Questions. 


_and in the hands of the Congested Dis- 


tricts Board, and the number of acres 
striped but still in the hands of the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
acres purchased by the Board since 
February, 1900, is 20,564. Of these, 
the acreage apportioned, and in the 
occupation of tenants, is 738; the 
acreage apportioned, but still in the 
Board’s possession is 537 ; and there are 
19,289 acres not yet apportioned. 


WICKLOW ANCIENT CHURCHES— 
DESECRATION BY TOURISTS. 
Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Ireland if the 
Government will take steps to prevent 
the desecration of the ancient churches 


‘at Glendalough, county Wicklow, by 


tourists who scratch and write their 
names upon the walls ; if he will call for 
a report from the Board of Works as to 
the condition of each of these ancient 
monuments, and if he will direct the 
special attention of the Board to the 
churches of the Holy Trinity and Dysart 
Kevin with a view to the removal of the 
writings of tourists from their walls. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is a 


resi- 





Local Government Board for an inquiry ;| dent caretaker at Glendalough, whose 
‘and whether he can state what action | duty it is to prevent the disfigurement 
the Board has taken. | of any portion of the ancient structures 
| by writing or ctherwise. Owing to the 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The district council | extent of the remains, and to the fact 
-did not refuse this man’s application, | that they are far apart and accessible to 
but. as it was considered inadvisable to the public at all times, it is difficult for 
build a single cottage in the locality, the the caretaker to exercise complete super- 
council decided to hold over the applica- | vision, particularly when tourists arrive 
tion until others were received from the| in large numbers, as is frequently the 
district. Twenty-two cottages have| case. Notices are posted up about the 
already been provided in the rural| ruins warning members of the public 
district, and the council has not evinced | that they are liable to punishment for 
ny disinclination to provide more. | disfiguring, or in any way injuring, the 
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ruins. The Board will carefully consider 
the suggestion in the second paragraph 
of the question. 


POLICE AND DECEASED PERSONS’ 
ESTATES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland whether he is aware that a peti- 
tion has been presented to the authorities 
of Dublin Castle praying them to order 
that a sum of £11 6s. 6d., found on the 
dead body of Margaret, Hayden, at 
Kinnage Tracey, county Dublin, on 
96th August, 1900, and at present in 
possession of the police, may be handed 
to Mary Jane Hayden, her daughter and 
next-of-kin, and will the prayer of the 
memorial be granted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In the absence of 
my right hon. friend I will reply to this 
question. The solicitor acting for the 
claimant has been informed that she 
must make a statutory declaration in 
support of her claim. When this is done 
the money will be paid over. 


LAND ACTS—REDEMPTION CLAUSE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland will he introduce legis- 
lation to prevent landlords availing them 
selves of a technical breach of the six 
months redemption clause of the Land 
Acts, by which, because of being a few 
days late, a tenant named M‘Cormack, 
living on Major Whitney’s estate, has 
been deprived of his tenant right, and an 
application to fix a fair rent been refused, 
and whether, as an appeal is pending in 
this case he will take steps to expedite 
the passing of an amending Bill to deal 
with such cases. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot give an 
undertaking to introduce legislation in 
the direction suggested in this question. 


BALLYMONEY LABOURERS’ COTTAGES. 


Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that a scheme for building twenty-two 
labourers’ cottages was lodged by the 
Ballymoney Rural Council in February, 


{2 AuGusT 1901} 
| 1900; that up to the present the council 


family were suffering from fever and 
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have been unable to get possession of 
any of the sites approved of; that no 
arbitrator has yet been nominated by 
the Local Government Board ; if he can 
state who is responsible for the delay in 
carrying out the scheme, and when the 
arbitrator will be appointed; and 
whether, considering the delay that has 
occurred, he will endeavour to have the 
council facilitated in the completion of 
this scheme at an early date. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An inquiry into 
this scheme was held by the Local 
Government Board in June, 1900. 
Several of the representations made to 
the district council were informal, and 
considerable delay was occasioned in 
amending them. The Provisional Order 
confirming the scheme could not, in 
consequence, be issued until March last. 
An arbitrator has since been appointed. 
The council has been assisted by the 
Board in every way in carrying out the 
scheme, and the necessary loan for the 
purpose was sanctioned in June. 


Mr. SHEEH AN (Cork Co., Mid) : Hav- 
ingregard to the fact that complaints have 
been made from different district councils 
in Ireland, will the right hon. Gentleman 
direct the Local Government Board to 
take action at once? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No delay is even 
urged against the Local Government 


Board. 
Mr. SHEEHAN : But delays have been 


urged from several places in Ireland. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE 
MILLSTREET UNION. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that all the 
new applications for labourers’ cottages 
in the townlands of Lyre and Carrig, 
Knocknagree, Millstreet Union, have 
been rejected; and, seeing that they 
were made in proper form, can he say 
for what reason they were rejected by 
the Local Government Board; is that 
Board cognisant of the case of a labourer 
named Daniel Casey, living in a mud 
hovel in Knocknagree townland, whose 








1051 Questions. 


sent to the Union Hospital in conse- { 
quence ; and is he aware that his appli- 
cation was rejected by the Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector because the pro- 
posed cottage was marked for a wrong 
site of the farm by the local inspector, 
and will the Local Government Board 
reconsider this man’s application. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Fourteen cottages 
were proposed for the Knocknagree 
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Questions. 


BELFAST DISTURBANCES. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the man 
Widdows, who delivered a speech against 
Roman Catholics at the Belfast Custom 
House on Sunday, is the same Widdows 
who has been twice convicted for un- 
natural crimes ; whether any prosecution 
has since been instituted against him for 
obtaining money under false pretences; 
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electoral division ; nine have been sanc- | whether any shorthand writers were 
tioned, and these include one in each of | present on behalf of the Government at 
the townlands mentioned. The site of | Sunday’s meeting ; whether collections 
the cottage for Casey was rejected |were taken up on the occasion; and 
because it was five feet lower than the | whether it is intended to allow such pro- 
level of the road. It was not alleged ceedings to continue. 
that the site had been wrongly marked. | 
The council may, of course, select Casey! Mr. WYNDHAM: It is true that 
as tenant for one of the nine cottages | Widdows was convicted in London in 
that have been sanctioned. | 1888 of the offence referred to and sen- 
aaa .,{tenced to ten years penal servitude. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief | [y July, 1875, he was convicted in To- 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire-| ronto of an attempt to commit a similar 
land whether he is aware that all the| offence and sentenced to five months 
applications for labourers’ cottages in the | imprisonment. He has represented him- 
townland of Nohoval Daly, East Division | gelf to be an ex-monk. He never was a 
of Knocknagree, Millstreet Union, have monk or friar, and it is believed never 
been rejected ; and, in view of the fact | was an ordained clergyman. No prose- 
that this townland contains about 700 | cytion has, as yet, been instituted against 
acres of land, can he state why the Local | him ; the question whether any criminal 
Government Board rejected the applica- | proceedings can be taken against him is 
tions of the labourers. /under consideration. No shorthand 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It was proposed writer was present on the occasion men- 
to build two cottages in this townland. |tioned, but notes in longhand of his re- 
One of these has been rejected on the | marks were taken. 
ground that the site would interfere} Mr. DILLON: I wish to ask the Chief 
with access to a farm, and that the cottage | Secretary whether, in view of the present 
was not required. condition of Belfast, he intends to allow 

ithis impostor to address excited crowds 
GOODS RATES ON THE G. 8. & W.| from the Custom House steps, which are 
RAILWAY OF IRELAND. | Government property ? Is he to be con- 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, | sidered as the champion of the Protestant 
W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | faith ? 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | ‘ 
he can explain why the Great Southern | *Mr. W ILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
and Western Railway (Ireland) charge |5-): Is it not the fact that every 
36s. 6d. per ton on salt mackerel and | respectable Protestant in Belfast repu- 
herrings from Dingle to Dublin, while diates this man ? 

Dublin to Liverpool for 12e "| Mp. WYNDHAM : Yes, I believe he is 
| absolutely repudiated. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that rail- | 
way rates are, proportionately, consider-| Mr. T. MM HEALY: Who breaks the 
ably higher than steamer rates. No/| Catholics’ heads 2 
specific representations, however, have 
been made to the Department of Agri- Mr. WYNDHAM added that the ques- 
culture in this matter. | tion of allowing speeches to be made from 
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- ' | 
these steps was now engaging the atten- | 


tion of the Government. 


IRISH TEACHERS’ CERTIFICATES I 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether, con- 
sidering that trained teachers certificated | 
under the Irish National Education 
Board are recognised in English schools, | 
he will consider the advisability, in the | 
interests of education, of recognising | 
the Irish certificate in Scotland, in the. 
same way as is done in England. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: As the Lord | 

Advocate said in reply to a_ similar | 
question in April last, the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department, as at present advised, 
sees no sufficient ground for any alteration 
of the existing practice with respect to 
Irish certificates, 


IRISH LAW CHARGES VOTE. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will put 
down for an early date the Report stage 
of the Law Charges and Criminal Prose- 


{2 Aueust 1901} 





eutions (Ireland) Vote, and arrange for its 
being taken at a reasonably early hour | 
of the night. 


Tae FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) said it was impossible to give any such 
pledge as the hon. Member asked for, but 
he was prepared to receive and consider 
representations as to the order of business | 
on the date allotted for Report of Supply. | 

| 

Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. Gentle- | 
man aware that since the Committee | 
stage important Treasury prosecutions | 
have taken place in Ireland? Could not | 
the matter be brought on one night at 
midnight ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will consider 
that. 





QUESTIONS. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can say when questions will 
begin at 3.15, as has always heen the 
custom at an earlier period of the session 
in former years. 


VOL. XCVIII. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As soon as it 


becomes clear that public business will 
be no longer interfered with by private 


N | business I will ask the House to com- 


| mence at 3.15. 
| 
| 


But it must be remem- 
bered that only a few days ago we were 
discussing a private Bill until 5.30. 


PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE — 
MILITARY AID TO THE CIVIL 
AUTHORITIES. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 


shire, Arfon): I beg to ask the Financial 


| Secretary to the War Office whether he 
| is aware of the fact that troops have been 


sent to Bangor and the Penrhyn quarry 
district of Bethesda; can he state the 
number and nature of the troops, and at 
whose instance they have been requi- 
sitioned ; and seeing that there are now 
no cases against the quarrymen for 
assaulting any person or for damaging 
any property, can he explain why troops 
have been sent to this district. 


Lorp STANLEY : About 200, all ranks, 
have been sent by the general officer 
commanding on the requisition of magis- 
trates. | have no information in regard 
to the second part of the question, which 
does not come within the province of the 
Secretary of State for War. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 


| Tydvil): Will the cost fall on the local 
| authorities ! 


I cannot answer 


Lorp STANLEY: 
that. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
Will the noble Lord give us the name of 
the magistrate who requisitioned the 
troops ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I have not the name 
of the magistrate. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it the practice 
of the War Office to send troops toa 
district merely on the requisition of a 
magistrate % 


Lorp STANLEY: The practice is that 
on the requisition of a magistrate re- 
quiring troops for the preservation of 
order, and for the prevention of disorder, 
the War Office is bound to give effect to 
those wishes. 


2Q 
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Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is the noble | there was no disorder, and the situation 
Lord aware that on a previous occa-| was quite normal. To-day I received 
sion—— another telegram stating that the 

prema of the troops is absolutely 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The| needless. Three years ago I had to 
hon. Member is arguing the question. | raise a question in connection with this 

(quarry which I cannot raise again 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: No, Sir; I wish | to-day. The terms of my motion will not, 
to ask whether, since on a previous occa- | of course, allow me to discuss the merits 
sion the troops were illegally brought into of the dispute, and I must, therefore, 
the district, the noble Lord will cause an confine myself to the question of order 
inquiry to be made as to the legality of the | and the introduction of the military. On 
present action ? ' the former occasion the men concerned in 

| the dispute had been out of the quarry 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The for a period of eleven months, and at 
question on the Paper has been fully the end of that period, when Mr. Justice 
answered. Ridley visited Carnarvon Assizes, he 

-—— | alluded to the fact that in that distressed 

| district there was not a crime on the 

PENRHYN QUARRY  DISPUTE—MILI- | calendar, which constituted an almost 

Sly RE PO TES CAE ROTO | unprecedented record in the annals of 

é ‘Ae eee ‘industrial disputes. That was in 1897. 
[MoTIoN FOR ADJOURNMENT. ] iT ° : ces 

s the situation very much changed? 

Mr. WILLIAM JONES: I beg, in| It has changed, but not as regards the 
consequence of the character of the nature of the dispute, because there was 
answer given by the noble Lord, to ask | no honourable and lasting settlement. 
leave to move the adjournment of the | Last November the military were called 
House for the purpose of discussing a in because of a few cases of alleged 
definite matter of urgent public impor- | assaults in the quarry. Twenty-six men 
tance, namely, ‘“ the recent despatch of a | were taken before the magistrates. Were 
military force into the Penrhyn quarry the military required to arrest these 
district.” ‘men? No. They were all taken single- 

handed by a police sergeant, who marched 

The pleasure of the House having been | them into Bangor, and the military were 
so impressed by the scene that they 

‘asked, “ For God’s sake, what are we 

*Mr. WILLIAM JONES: The noble | here for?” The officer commanding the 
Lord the Financial Secretary to the War | cavalry asked if the men were as a rule 
Office, in reply to my question, said that | drunken, and was informed that they 
the military sent to Bethesda had been | were the most sober and the most in- 
requisitioned by the magistrates. I have dustrious in the land. ‘‘ Were they an 
the word of the chairman of the Bangor ignorant and besotted lot ?”’ he inquired. 
bench of justices that that is not so. That | ‘‘ No,” he was told, ‘‘ they were literary. 
zentleman, when questioned at a meeting musical, cultured workmen.’ And 
of the Carnarvonshire County Council, then he naturally exclaimed, ‘ Why 
yesterday, had said that the justices are we called here ?’’? What happened 
on the Bangor Bench had nothing | in these twenty-six cases ? Twenty were 
to do with the bringing of the mili- | dismissed as worthless, and in five only 
tary, but that the chief constable | were small fines inflicted, thus proving 
had informed him on Tuesday that the | that no great crime had been committed. 
military were coming down the following | When, during the military occupation, 
day. I believe their presence is due to the the Carnarvonshire County Council met, 
action of a military chief constable, who|the members passed a strong and 
is an alien in spirit, and does not | severe resolution condemning the im- 
understand the temper of the people. | portation of a military force into 
Last night I received a telegram from | the’district. That resolution was sup- 
Bethesda, which stated that the intro- | ported by the Lord Lieutenant of the 
duction of the military was scandalous ; | | County, who is himself one of 


signified, 
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by Lord Penrhyn’s son-in-law. 
an overwhelming majority the ac- 
tion of the chief constable was con- 
demned, not only by the county council, 
but also subsequently by the Joint Police 
Committee. As a result, the troops were 
recalled. I submit that nothing has 
since occurred to justify again calling in 
the aid of the military. The alleged 
reason for sending the military to 


Bethesda is that 600 men have gone to, 


work in the quarry against the will of 
over 2,000 unionists, many of whom are 
working in South Wales, and that, as the 
unionists were coming back for a short 


holiday, the workmen in the quarry were | 


afraid of intimidation and assault. There 
is no justification for that fear. 
has been no case of intimidation brought 
home to any of these men. 
been no single case of assault of recent 
times ; no single instance of damaging 
property has occurred. Certain cases of al- 
leged intimidation were brought before 
Mr. Justice Grantham a fortnight ago, 
but the accused were acquitted, and 
the action of the jury was commended 
by the learned judge, who, in a neigh- 
houring county, delivered a sort of pious 
lecture, against demonstrations on the 
part of the quarrymen. Would that he 
had appealed to both parties to come and 


confer peaceably together and end this | 
unhappy dispute. What is there to fear ? | 


The fear is that the quarrymen who have 
been driven from home and friends in 
order to earn a livelihood in South Wales 
will, on their return for a brief holiday, 
assault those who are labouring in the 
quarry. But there is no ground for that 
fear. Hundreds of them have been at 
Bethesda before to visit their wives and 
families, and the homes which they love, 
but the only demonstration was a quiet 
meeting, at which resolutions were passed | 
in favour of submitting the whole matter 
to arbitration. Last June Mr. Young, | 
the chief agent for this quarry—a very 
able accountant, no doubt, but who 
knows not how to handle men—applied 
to the county council for an extra | 
force, as certain of the men who had | 
agreed to return to their work would 
need protection. What occurred? A 
member of the joint committee, 
who is also a large quarry owner, 


| 


} 
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the largest quarry proprietors, and } 
By | 


There | 
abiding country. 
There has | 


| to second the motion. 


| called in in this case. 
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ordered to lie on the table, ‘‘ Mr. Young 
ought to know that this is not the way 
to make a quarry work.” Six hundred 
men, each of whom received a sovereign 
‘from Lord Penrhyn the day they went in, 
are now working in the quarry ; 2,000 
and more are still outside, yet the only 
disturbances that have arisen have been 
in the nature of hooting, obstructing the 
highway, and the like. Itissaid that the 
men at work sent in a petition asking for 
more protection, but it is stated that 
many refused to sign it, and look on the 
presence of the military as calculated to 
‘east odium on themselves, and I am 
reluctant to believe that those who have 
returned to the quarry would wish, of 
their own free will, to have the military 
introduced into this peaceful and law, 
But troops are actually 
They are regarded by some with 


Dispute. 


there. 


‘amusement, but by the majority 
with a deep feeling of resentment 


as provocative of passions and strife. 
After all, it is not the chief constable 
who is at the bottom of this. It is not 
the men who are at work. It must be 
traced to the action of a one-man power 
—that of a nobleman who, it is said, is 
just, inexorably just, but who, as is well 
known to the President of the Board of 
Trade and his predecessor, has openly 
flouted the Board of Trade, ignored the 
Conciliation Act, and refused arbitration. 
Why ? In order to stand up for the rights 
of the minority, it is declared. We all 
desire to uphold and recognise the rights 
of the minority. But in this instance 
they are used to trample upon the rights 
of the majority, and to ride roughshod 
over the heart of a distressed district. 
It seems hopeless to apply to the Board 
of Trade, and useless to appeal to the 
Government, and, therefore, through 
the House of Commons, I call the people 
of this country to witness the tragic 
spectacle of a fine race of industrious 
workmen held at the mercy of one man. 


Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I rise 
I confess I cannot 
understand why the military have been 
One ought to be 
quite satisfied, before sanctioning such a 
proceeding, that there is some necessity 
for it. Ordinary English people do not 
know the real character of Welshmen, 


said with contempt, as the letter was|and especially of those who reside at 


{ 


2Q2 
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Bethesda—men possessed of strong re- | to say anything against the conduct of 
ligious and moral convictions, and of} the men in connection with a dispute 
marked independence, very resentful of | with which I was myself, at one time, 
their rights being interfered with in any | associated. No doubt as far as the past 
way. As the hon. Member who moved | is concerned, with an exception I will 
the resolution has told the House, 3,000 | speak of in a moment, the peace has been 
of these men came out on strike for | well kept in the district, and the men on 
eleven months. Their wives and families | strike have, in many respects, dealt 
were hard put to for their daily bread, | with the matter in a way which, in a 
yet there was no breach of the peace, no large sense, is creditable to them. But 
riots, no disturbances, and no necessity the question before the House at the 
for importing the military or increasing present moment is whether the state of 
the police force. Itisamong these men things that exists justifies the magis- 
that military have now been sent. I) trates in seeking military protection for 
was astounded to see in a newspaper the men whoare at work. ‘This question 
a report that a policeman had been} of protection has been prominent for 
killed in Bethesda, and I sent a telegram | some weeks now. There were slight 
to Bethesda to inquire whether the report | disturbances as long ago as June, and 
was true. This is the reply, “ Every-| fear of greater disturbance to such an 
thing quiet here; nothing of the kind.” | extent that every available policeman 
We have it, too, on the authority of the | had been concentrated in that particular 
magistrates at Bangor, who know all | district to prevent a breach of the peace. 
the circumstances of the strike, that they | Police had been gathered from all parts of 
are aware of no reason why the military | the county, and so far as the police are 
should have been called out. If that concerned, it was impossible for those 
were so, if the magistrates in the im-} who were responsible for the peace of the 
mediate neighbourhood, knowing all| neighbourhood to avail themselves of 
the circumstances of the case, having | any additional large force of police. AsI 
seen these men recently, knowing the! have said, a feeling of apprehension has 
conditions under which they came out | existed for several weeks past as to pos- 
on strike, and their environment, could | sible outrages, and several have occurred. 
say, ‘We know of no reason why the | 
military should be sent into this law-| Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
abiding district,’ I ask the House/ shire, Eifion): Name one. M 
to agree with me that to send the military | 
into the district is a monstrous thing.| Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
It is an insult to the character of | knows that several persons had _ been 
3,000, men who have shown wonderful | brought before the magistrates and 
self-respect and_ self - restraint, under | charged with intimidation. 
conditions which would have provoked | 
any ordinary Englishman out on strike,| yfp~ BRYN ROBERTS: No; simply 
and who have kept themselves from acts | charged with hooting. 
of violence. I do not want to take up| 
the time of the House, and have great; *yp, WILLIAM JONES: And dis- 
pleasure in seconding the motion. | missed. 
| 
; Motion made, and Question proposed, | Mr. RITCHIE: Well, 1 withdraw the 
‘That this House do now adjourn.”-~| word “intimidation.’’ But the result 
(Mr. William Jones.) of these proceedings is not material to 
my point at present, if the hon. Gentle- 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror| man admits that there was considerable 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. | apprehension of outrage. 
Ritcuiz, Croydon): The question in| 
dispute between Lord Penrhyn and his) *Mr. WILLIAM JONES: No. 
late workmen is not the real question 
which the House has to consider to-day., Mr. RITCHIE: Then may I refer toa 
It is much to be regretted that the dispute petition, to which the hon. Gentleman 
should have continued, I do not desire! himself has referred, which was sent to 


Mr. Moss. 
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the Home Office on 27th July. 


not all those who were employed at the 
quarry joined in signing that petition. 
| have run my eye over a number of the 
signatures, and there are something 
little short of 600 who are employed in 
the quarry who have signed that requi- 
sition to the Home Office. What were 
the allegations in the petition? They 
say that since 11th July last they have 
been working in the quarry ; that a large 
force of police had been brought in for 
their protection ; that that protection 
was not sufficient; that they were 
molested and intimidated by the men 
who were still on strike and their sym- 
pathisers ; that the members of their 
families were not allowed to walk the 
streets for the purpose of transacting 
their business without being insulted 
and molested ; that there were many 
instances where they and their families 
—women and children—had been com- 
pelled to return to their homes, escorted 
by large and disorderly crowds, shouting, 
hooting, and using violence ; that assaults 
had been committed upon them in 
public places; that stones had been 
thrown and windows broken; that on 
several Saturday nights large crowds 
had been congregating in the village for 
the purpose of molesting them and their 
wives and children in going to and re- 
turning from the village; that actual 
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I under- | 
stood the hon. Gentleman to say that | 
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their utmost to protect them, but that 
they strongly felt that there was not 
a sufficient force to deal effectively with 
the existing state of things ; and that un- 
less more protection was afforded their 
lives and that of those dear to them 
would be endangered. That petition 
was signed by 600 of these workmen. 


Dispute. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Who drew up 
the petition ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: How can I tell ; and 
what does it matter? The hon. Gentle- 
man who moved the adjournment has 
been loud in his praises of the men who 
are at work, and these are the men who 
have signed the petition. It seems to me 
that it is immaterial who signed this 
petition. At any rate, so far as the Home 
Office is concerned, it was quite impossible 
to ignore that petition, having regard to 
the fact that circumstances had un- 
doubtedly occurred for many weeks past, 
and these apprehensions were not of 
to-day or yesterday, but of several weeks’ 
standing. When that petition reached 
the Home Office we considered it our 
duty to forward it to the Chief Constable 
for his information, and in reply the Chief 
Constable gave a description of the con- 
dition of things at Bethesda, which made 
it clear that there was great appre- 
hension of violence, that the police there 
would, under circumstances which might 











violence had been committed on these 
occasions ; that houses and shops had 
been surrounded and watched for several | 
hours, that the crowds were threatening | 
and disorderly and beyond the control of | 
the police ; that information had reached 
them that 1,000 workmen,who were now 
employed in South Wales and elsewhere, 
would return to Bethesda on Friday, 
August 2nd, and that an attack would 
be made on them and their families on | 
their way to or from the village—— | 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: How very 
childish ! | 


Mr. RITCHIE: That the quarry, 
being unenclosed, with large heaps of 
waste material about, it was almost 
impossible for them, scattered as they 
were, to obtain help in case of attack, 
that they did not in any way blame the 
police, who they believed were doing 








have occurred, have been unable to deal 
properly with a riot, and that assistance 
was necessary. The hon. Gentleman says 
that nothing has occurred ; but, in my 
opinion, if the authorities had waited 


| till something had occurred they would 


have been grossly neglecting their duty. 
I say it is the duty of these charged with 
maintaining law and order to see that 
they have the means of protecting the 
peaceful inhabitants. Danger was appre- 
hended by those who signed the petition, 
and by the Chief Constable, who wrote 
very strongly in the same direction. The 
Chief Constable said that he had tried, so 
far as he possibly could, to do without 
military aid, but that now it was perfectly 
clear that the matter had got beyond 
the control of the police ; and after the 
previous Saturday’s demonstration, and 
having in view the probability of increased 
disturbances on account of the return 
of the men from South Wales. he had 
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come to the conclusion that the time had | correct. I cannot see what other course 
arrived when military aid should be| was open to the Chief Constable or to the 
summoned. It was stated by the hon. | authorities. 
Gentleman that the justices denied all| 
responsibility in this matter, and that it! Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
was clearly the action of this military | Boroughs): I do not think that in the 
Chief Constable, and his action alone. | history of this country, certainly not 
Well, what happened ! According to the | within recent times, a large force of mili- 
statement of the Chief Constable, whom | tary has been sent into a peaceful district, 
I have no reason to disbelieve, he had | One would have imagined for a moment, 
made up his mind that there was a|from the right hon. Gentleman’s state- 
chance of a riot, that the force at his} ment, that there was something of the 
disposal was inadequate, and that he| nature of a state of war in the neigh- 
could not obtain more police. He there- | bourhood of Bethesda, and even that it 
fore summoned a meeting of the sub-| was time to proclaim martial law ! What 
committee which had been appointed |-are the facts? This strike has been going 
to deal with this matter. After explain-| on for eight months, and several cases 
ing to the sub-committee his reasons for | have been brought before the magistrates, 
considering the presence of the military | but never a single charge of assault has 
necessary, he forwarded a requisition, | been established. There was one case of 
signed by the chairman of the joint | what was called intimidation, but it was 
committee, who is also a magistrate in|a purely technical intimidation—that of 
North Wales, for a military force to be | hooting the men who had gone in. But 
sent to the district, and in doing this I| did that justify the sending of 300 
consider that he was only doing his plain | cavalry into the district. A quarryman’s 
duty. It was not for the military autho-| wife, who hooted 200 or 300 men that 
rities to decide whether they should or} had returned to work, was fined for 
should not send troops. Having been| intimidation! There was no charge 
requisitioned to send troops, it was their | that she had thrown a single stone, and 
duty to comply with that requisition ; | the only molestation she was guilty of was 
and the troops were sent. | hope that | that she had expressed her disapproval 
the fact of the presence of these troops | of these men going in. Why, there have 
will prevent the disturbance which was| been worse things done in this House 
apprehended, and that they may be able | expressive of disapproval of sentiments 
to return to their barracks shortly when | uttered here! She was fined, and 300 
peace had been restored. But, whether | cavalry are sent down to repress this 
they return sooner or later, I am satisfied, | rebellious subject ! It is perfectly con- 
from the condition of things that exists | temptible conduct on the part of a strong 
there, that the authorities took the only | Government like this to send a military 
course that was open to them in applying | force to make war on women and boys. 
for the troops. The right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary read to us a letter from the 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Am I to} Chief Constable, but the right hon. Gen- 
understand that the troops were sent by | tleman forgets that that Chief Constable 
the military authorities on their own| fell, on a previous occasion, into the same 
option ? sort of hysterical condition. On that 
occasion he said he had consulted some 
Mr. RITCHIE: No, i never said any- | of his friends—probably Lord Penrhyn— 
thing of the kind. What I said was that | and he got down soldiers, armed, by the 
when a lawful authorityasked for military | way, with Dum-dum bullets—Mark IV. 
aid it was the duty of the military autho-| ammunition—I saw some of them 
rities to give that aid. I hope I have| myself—to shoot down the quarrymen 
shown to the House that the statement | and their wives and children! What 
made by the hon. Gentleman that the; was the result? The joint police 
military authorities were not justified| committee said that the military 
in sending the troops, and that the/ were not necessary; the magistrates 
chief constable was not justified | said that the military were not neces- 
in applying for the military, was not| sary; even Lord Penrhyn’s son-in-law 
Mr. Ritchie. 
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the Lord Lieutenant of the county said 
that the military were not necessary ; and 
they had been sent back to their barracks 
after this miserable exhibition of hysterics 
on the part of the Chief Constable. But 
the Chief Constable gets into the same 
¢»ndition again. Nobody has been hurt ; 


nobody has been seriously injured ; not a | 


single charge of assault has been made ; 
there was simply an accusation of hooting, 
and yet the Chief Constable sends for the 
military forces, with less justification 
than in the first instance! I understand 
that the practice in these cases is that 
the local magistrate is consulted, as the 
district bench is responsible for ad- 
ministering justice and maintaining | 
peace in the locality. But the Chiet 
Constable does not go to the bench which | 
adjudicated in all these cases, which heard | 
all the evidence, and which is responsible 
for keeping the peace of the district. He 
goes to some magistrate outside the dis- 
trict, who has no responsibility for this 
particular district. Why did he not go 
to the bench of magistrates who were 
trying the case of hooting against the 
woman, and who were bound to fine, 
because hooting is technical intimida- 
tion, and at the end of the proceedings say, 
“This is the state of things in Bethesda ; 
will you sanction my application to the 
district commander for military assist- 
ance!” Not a bit of it. He ignores | 
the bench of magistrates who know all 
the facts of the case, and goes to an out- 
side district, and gets one man to sign, 
behind the backs of the local magistrates, 
a requisition for the military. Twenty- | 
seven were arrested as rebellious and 
dangerous to the lives of the people ! 
But how were they arrested? One 
policeman gave out at nine o’clock in the 
evening that he had got warrants for 
their arrest, and he sent over a mes- 
senger to, say, John Jones, a quarryman 
who lived a mile away up in the hills, 
saying, “I cannot come, will you meet 
me to-morrow morning at six o'clock at 
the station, in order that I may arrest 
you?’’ These dangerous men congre- 
gated the next morning at six o'clock at 
the station, were duly arrested by the 
single policeman, and taken before the 
bench of magistrates to be tried for in- 
timidation and riot! It is ludicrous to 


send 300 cavalry to oppress men of that 
kind ; it is an insult to the neighbour- 
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hood ; it is an insult to our nationality. 
[A laugh from the! Ministerial Benches. | 
| It is so. Does the hon. Member chal- 
lenge my statement? Mr. Justice 
| Grantham goes down to that district in 
| Wales, and is presented with a pair of 
white gloves, but when he came to Eng- 
land — a civilised country — he said : 
‘Here I have got a heavy calendar ; 


whereas, when | was, I will not say in 


an uncivilised country, but in a wild 
country, | was presented with a pair of 
white gloves!” It is to overawe these 
wild men, who come of their own option at 
six o'clock in the morning to be arrested, 
and whose wives indulged in a little hoot- 
ing, that we are sending the troops which 
are sadly needed in South Africa. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
The right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary took as the text of his speech 
the duty of the Home Office and of the 
authorities generally to preserve order. 
That proposition is one in which | 
cordially concur, and I am not aware that 
it has been, in the slightest degree, con- 
troverted in any of the speeches made on 
this side of the House. My hon. friend 
the Member for North Carnarvonshire, in 
a speech as temperate as it was eloquent, 
certainly threw no doubt on the duty ot 
the authorities to preserve peace, nor did 
the hon. Gentleman who seconded the 
motion, and the hon. Member who has 
just sat down. The question is not 


| whether it is the duty of the authorities 
'to preserve order—that duty is a clear 





one—but the question is whether the 
proper means have been resorted to in 
this case to preserve order. That raises 
in my mind a matter of grave public im- 
portance, upon which the right hon. 
Gentleman has not given to the House of 


; Commons the light which he ought to 


have given. Now, what is the question 
which we have got to consider? It is 
beyond controversy, from the silence ot 
the right hon. Gentleman the Home 


| Secretary, that no grave crime or out- 


rage was threatened by any of these men. 


| There were, if you like, small annoyances 
and petty assaults, which, of course, have 


to be repressed, but there were no crimes 
of the category with which we are 
familiar in other places, which call for 
the intervention of the military. What 
is the duty of the authorities in such a 
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ease ? If I venture to speak with some 
certainty on this point, it is because 
in 1893 I was a member of the Commis- 
sion presided over by the late Lord Bowen, 
one of the most distinguished lawyers 
who ever sat on the bench in this country. 
In the Report of that Commission, which 
was written by Lord Bowen himself, 
the law was clearly laid down. It was 
pointed out that the duty of the autho- 
rities was a duty which varied with the 
circumstances of the case. For instance, 
there might be riot so great that life and 
destruction of property was threatened, 
and, there being no other means of re- 
pressing it, the introduction of the mili- 
tary might be permissible. But there are 
other and more numerous cases in which 
other modes have to be pursued, when 
the evils perpetrated are evils which come 
within the ordinary competency of the 
police. What do you do then? You 
enrol special constables ; you bring police 
from a distance to your help. I have 
known the authorities to send down a 
detachment of the Metropolitan police. 
You call upon the law-abiding and peace- 
ful citizens to aid in the maintenance of 
law and order. We did not hear a 
single word from the right hon. Gentle- 
man that there had been any attempt 
of that sort at Bethesda, not a scintilla of 
a suggestion that that idea had ever 
entered into anyone’s mind there. No 
steps were taken to get police from 
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a distance for preserving law and 
order. You cannot introduce the 
military into a district for a pur- 
pose such as this without inflaming 


feeling, without making people feel that 
grave questions have arisen—questions 
in which justice is on the one side, and 
injust'ce on the other 
worst passions are stirred. It may be 
sometimes necessary to resort to the 
military, but it should only be done as a 
last expedient. That is the law laid down 
by the late learned judge, and the general 
principle which governs the juris- 
prudence of this country is that, while 
it is the business of the authorities to put 
down disorder, they can put it down with 
no more force than is necessary. The 
law is that a man who employs more 
force than is necessary is himself a 
criminal. The proper course for the 
Home Office to have adopted was laid 
down by Lord Bowen in language which 


Mr. Haldane. 
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and in which the , 
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is almost classical. Lord Bowen said—I 
am quoting from page 9 of the Report of 
the Featherstone Commission of 1893— 


Dispute. 


“By the law of this country everyone is 
bound to aid in the suppression of riotous 
assemblages. The degree of force, however, 
which may be lawfully used in their suppres- 
sion depends on the nature of each riot, for 
the force used must always be moderated and 
proportioned to the circumstances of the case 
and to the end to be attained. The taking of 
life can only be justified by the necessity for 
protecting persons or property against forms 
of violent crime, or by the necessity of dispers- 
ing a riotous crowd which is dangerous unless 

| dispersed. . . Officers and soldiers are 
under no special privileges, and subject to 
no special responsibilities as regards this 
principle of the law. A soldier for the purpose 
of establishing civil order is only a citizen 
armed in a particular manner. He cannot, 
because he is a soldier, excuse himself if with- 
out necessity he takes human life. The duty 
of the magistrates and peace officers depends 
in like manner on the necessities of the case. 
A soldier can only act by using his arms. The 
weapons he carries are deadly. They cannot 
be employed at all without danger to life and 
limb, and in these days of improved rifles and 
perfected ammunition without some risk of 
injuring distant and possibly innocent by- 
standers. To call for assistance against 
rioters from those who can only interpose 
under such grave conditions ought, of course, 
to be the last expedient of the civil authori- 
ties.” 


That Committee had the advantage of 
the evidence of Sir Redvers Buller, who 
explained the Queen's Regulations on the 
subject, the substance of which was 
that the military could only be sum- 
moned at the request of the magistrates. 
Sir Redvers Buller also stated that from 
the military point of view it was con- 
sidered most mischievous to summon 
the military where it could be avoided. 
Who took the initiative in bringing the 
military in in the present case! The 
Bangor magistrates had nothing to do 
with it. We have the joint committee 


‘and the name of the chairman brought 


in. What did the chairman do? He 
signed the requisition which was brought 
up and urged on him by the Chief Con- 
stable. It seems to me that the moving 
spirit in this matter was the Chief Cor- 
stable. The right hon. Gentleman told 
us that the Home Office had sent down 
the petition to the Chief Constable for his 
observations. I expected to hear the 
right hon. Gentleman say that he 
warned the Chief Constable of the danger 
of resorting to the extraordinary course 
of bringing in the military, and that he 
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had told him that the Home Office would | ee seats a being es 
Se eae eSeiaRC : Z | and molested. 1at in many instances 
assist him in = ee their Foe wi | members of our families have been molested 
obtain the assistance of special constables | in the public streets, and compelled by large 
for the purpose of preserving law and | and disorderly crowds to return to their 
order. 1 do not fora moment doubt that | oe escorted by the crowd hooting and 
the right hon. Gentleman regards the re 
introduction of the military as anything | Is that true? The petition proceeds— 
but a disaster. His defence wasofamost| ,, That ae ee ee 
; - ah . es, la on seve ® raay ights larg 
half-hearted character, but I think it crowds have been congregated for the purpose 
would have been better if he made it | of watching and molesting us and our wives 
emphatically clear to the House what the | and children, and actual violence has been 
principle is which guides him and the | peor eta yes these oy sacred = the houses 
Viiiis te thes evttie, 1 1 _| and shops where we happened to be were sur- 
Home Office in ese matters. 1 NOpe | rounded and watched for several hours, and 
that there has been interposition in time, | that these crowds are most threatening and 
and that such action will not be repeated. reba — are beyond . control of 
Of course disturbances have to be put eecherciadind santedeieiaa nudes 
down, but the invocation of the military, Is that true? If it is, the police must 
without steps being taken to get adequate have been overpowered. Where is the 
civil assistance, as in the present case, is, I | evidence that the police endeavoured to 
think, a matter which calls for the inter- | do their duty, and had not been able to 
position of the House of Commons. do it, and that they had brought the 
; |offenders before the magistrates, and 
Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon-) that they had been punished ? That is 
mouthshire, W.): I agree with my hon. | very material. ‘The petition states— 
and learned friend that the foundation, The police } b iatuih hicaheneis 
boas 5. chee a ce aaa ae i x e police have been resisted in the exe- 
ot this proce eding, as stated by the Home | ution of their duty, and have been unable to 
Secretary, Is not satisfactory. Asregards prevent the crowds from assaulting and 
the action of the Home Office, the right | molesting us.” 
hon. Gentleman founds himself upon a 
petition. I listened to that petition. 
It set forth a condition of lawlessness and 
outrage of every particular which would 
represent the district in the highest 
state of disturbance. I should have 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
would have satisfied himself that that was 
oar ei ’ ore oi tinctly that the report of the Chief 
OTe 2 é ask F ‘ 4 > . 
gm ‘ oh ai pipe on oa apet z €T/ Constable confirmed every material 
ee ee ee | statement in the petition. 


Is that true? Have the police been 
| prevented from doing their duty? It 
'was remarkable that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not received any informa- 
|tion to confirm the statements in the 
petition. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Oh, ves. I said dis- 


took a proper course in sending a petition ee ee San ae reemmnerab 
thet iced fn a Wie Chief It is quite obvious, if these statements are 
Constable 2 | true, that the police have been over- 
Poteeay* | powered, and have not been able to dis- 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Not at | charge their ordinary duties, and yet 
all. What I want to know is whether | for eleven months this place has been in 
the right hon. Gentleman satisfied him- | @ condition of peace. Did the Chief 
self, from the Chief Constable or anyone | Constable do more than confirm? Was 
else, that these statements were true. | he the author also? That brings me to 
The petition states ‘‘ That we are watched | another point. According to my recol- 
and intimidated by the men still on lection, when I held the office which the 
strike.” Were thev so intimidated, ond Tight hon. Gentleman fills in so distin- 
if so, why did not ‘the police have the guished a manner, I never knew a case— 
offenders summoned? Again, it is| I may be mistaken, one’s memory fails 
stated— /in these respects---where military were 
| ever sent to a district, except under the 


“That the members of our families are not | : : : 
allowed to walk the streets for the purpose of | authority of the magistrates, excluding, 
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of course, cases where the military were 
sent into a district where some un- 
expected and violent outrage had been 
committed. The magistrates are tne 
authorised guardians of the peace. They 
represent the Crown in this matter, and 
it is the local magistracy to whom, 
in my opinion—I lay it 
genera!ly—-the Home Office should look 
as the authority in this matter. The 
Home Office is not in itself a magis- 
terial body, and the Home Secretary is 
not himself ex-officio a 
but it is from the local magistracy 


Penrhyn Quarry 


that the authority in this transaction | 


should come, not from a magistrate 
simply acting on a joint committee, but 
from magistrates acting in the ordinary 
way—l should say a bench of magistrates 
performing their ordinary duties. They 


could assure the Home Office and the | 


military authorities that a case had arisen 
which would justify the introduction of 
the military. That is the rule which, I 
venture to say, has been almost invariably 
acted upon. 
goes, the magistrates in this case have 
not authorised the introduction of the 
military. 
state of things. 
aware what the condition of the preserva- 
tion of the peace was in the district. 


They must know it quite as well as the. 


Chief Constable. It was his duty to 
inform them if he could not bring 
offenders before them. It seems to me 
that the sending of the military into the 
district withoutthe ordinary information, 
the ordinary authority, and the ordinary 
invitation of the local magistrates is a 
case which cannot be justified by any 
practice or precedent with which Iam 
acquainted. What is challenged here is 
whether or not an occasion had arisen 


to justify the sending of military into | 
this district, and, according to all pre-| 


cedent and practice with which I am 
acquainted, the course which has been 
pursued in this case is not a right one ; 
that greater prudence, greater examina- 


tion, and greater justification should have | 
been shown; that before the military | 


were sent in the responsible guardians 
of the peace —the magistrates of the 
county—ought to have been asked ; and 
that the step which was taken should 


{COMMONS} 


down | 
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THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I presume that I am very much in 
the position of the right hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down, in so far as, at all 
events,this is not a case with which IJ was 
in any way acquainted until I heard the 
debate which has been now proceeding 
for an hour ; but J confess that, having 
heard it, and having had the advantage 
of perusing the report referred to by the 





magistrate ; | 


But, as far as information | 


That is a most extraordinary | 
The magistrates must be 


right hon. Gentleman, I have come toa 
very different conclusion from that 
which the right hon. Gentleman, with 
perhaps less information at his disposal, 
appears to have arrived at. The hon. 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs has, 
with characteristic ingenuity, not only 
attempted to drag into the controversy 
the War Office and the Home Office, but 
has also found occasion, I believe, to 
allude to the South African War. | 


| would point out to the House that, while 
| this incident has no connection with the 


South African War, it has almost as little 
to do with the merits of the administra- 
tion of the War Office and the Home 
Oftice. The War Office has absolutely 
nothing to do with either sanctioning or 
refusing to sanction the sending of trcoys 
when they are requisitioned by a compe- 
tent local authority. The War Office is, 
therefore, on one side in this matter. 
The responsibility of the Home Office is 


\somewhat more, but very little more. 


The Home Office is not responsible for 
requisitioning troops, and the one action 
which my right hon. friend has taken 
in this matter was to forward to the 


| Chief Constable the petition which has 


been read to the House. Is my right 
hon. friend’s conduct challenged? Is 
there a single hon. Member in any part 
of the House who thinks he was wrong 
in forwarding the petition ? The right 
hon. Gentleman says he does not wish to 
bring any charge against my right hon. 
friend. Then why did the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon Boroughs drag in “ the 


‘ _ . _? 
' strongest Government of modern times 


when dis*ussing a matter in which 
neither the War Office nor the Home 
Office was interested? What is the 


charge against the Home Office ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: My answer 
that the local bench of 


| 


‘to that is 


only have been taken on their autho- | magistrates was never consulted. They 


rity and invitation. 
Sir Wiliam Harcourt. 


| went outside altogether for the purpose. 


| 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 


not blame the Home Secretary for send- | 


ing this petition to the Chief Constable, 


but I think that, as it was contemplated | 


to send military, he ought to have con- 
sulted the magistrates also. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That question 


is not raised and cannot be raised. As | 


to what happened, allusion has already 
been made to the Featherstone case. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: There was riot 
there. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There was 


riot there, but that has nothing to do with 
the argument I am laying before the 
House. The late Home Secretary said in 
connection with the Featherstone case 
that he had nothing to do with the 
sending of the military, that the request 
for the intervention of the military was 
made by the local authority on their 
own responsibility, and was complied 
with by the military authorities in 
pursuance of the duty the law cast upon 
them. That is what occurred at Feather- 
stone, and it is my contention that that is 
what occurred in this case. 


Mr. HALDANE: The Home Secre- 
tary in the Featherstone case knew 
nothing about sending the military until 
the day after it occurred. In this case 
the Chief Constable appears to have con- 
sulted the Home Secretary on the ques- 
tion of getting some military assistance, 
and the right hon. Gentleman ought to 
have laid down the law in instructing 
the chief constable. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


The hon. and 


learned Gentleman is mistaken in the | 


facts, not in the law, naturally. The 
chief constable did not consult with my 
right hon. friend; and so far as the 
sending of the military was concerned, 


my right hon. friend was exactly in the | 


same position as the late Home Secretary 
in the Featherstone case. May I, then, 


be permitted to leave the War Office and | 


the Home Office out of the matter. No 
case has been, nor can be, made against 
either of these two offices. Let me come 
now tothe action of the Chief Constable, 
the joint committee, the magistrates, 


and the other persons locally concerned. | county councillors and magistrates, in 


{2 Aveusr 1901} 
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A great deal has been said, and said 
with great eloquence, by the hon. Gentle- 
man who initiated this debate, as to the 
law-abiding character of the Welsh 
people in general, and particularly of the 
quarrymen in this district. I am far 
from traversing the statement of the 
hon. Gentleman. 1 do not at all allege 
that if a similar strain had been put upon 
a like population in other parts of the 
country, if there had been a similar strike 
going on for eleven months, if the great 
hardship, the great poverty, and all the 


| bitterness which inevitably arise cut of 


these trade disputes had prevailed else- 


'where, I do not at all suggest that the 


conduct of the population might not have 
been more open to objection than that 


| alleged against the Penrhyn quarrymen. 
£4 8 ynq 


But it is not accurate to state that they 
have completely stood the strain of the 
situation, that they have obeyed the 
spirit and the letter of the law, or have 
abstained from such intimidation as 
might naturally and properly excite fears 
in those responsible for the preservation 
of the peace, that greater means for the 
preservation of the peace should be placed 
at their disposal. Remember, the police 
who were thought to be inadequate by the 
Chief Constable were not merely the local 
or county police, but police drafted or lent 
by other bodies in the neighbourhood, 


‘and it was after those police had been 


reinforced to the utmost possible extent, 
and had been found inadequate, that 
then, and then only, the chiet constable, 
not on his own authority but on the 
authority of the sub-committee of the 
joint committee of the magistrates and 
county council, sent for the military. 
The right hon. Gentleman appears to 
have argued throughout his speech that 
the Chief Constable in this matter acted 
on his own responsibility and initiative ; 


that he had thrown the magistrates vn 


one side, and had contented himself with 
requisitioning in his own name the mili- 
tary to come to his assistance. That is 
not at all the case. Unless the papers 
read by my right hon. friend have entirely 
misled me, what happened was that the 
joint committee of the magistrates and 
the county council, seeing that local dis- 
turbance and difficulty might be expected 
in the district, appointed a sub-committee 
of their own members, consisting of 
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order to watch proceedings in the district 
and to take upon themselves the duty 
of advising and assisting the Chief Con- 
stable and the police if occasion should 
arise. The occasion, in the opinion of the 
Chief Constable, did arise, and he brought 
the facts before the joint committee, and 
it was the joint committee—— 


Penrhyn Quarry 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES: The joint 
committee has not been sitting on this 
matter at all. It is the sub-committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was only after 
the police of the neighbouring districts 
had been requisitioned to the utmost 
extent, and had been found inadequate 
that the Chief Constable—not on his own 
authority, but on the authority of the 
sub-committee of the joint committee 
of the magistrates and county council—a 


sub-committee appointed ad hoc for this | 


purpose—sent for the military. That 
seems to me to have been perfectly 
regular. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
is no legal authority in the matter except 
the magistrate, who is the conservator 
of the peace. 


{COMMONS} 
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assisting the Chief Constable and the 
police if occasion should arise. ‘The 
occasion, in the opinion of the Chief 
Constable, did arise. The Chief Con- 
stable brought the facts before the sub- 
committee, and the sub-committee then 
came to the conclusion that the police 


'should be reinforced by soldiers, that the 
| military should be requisitioned, and the 


chairman of the sub-committee, who was 
also chairman of the joint committee and 


/a magistrate, signed the requisition. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is with great | 


deference that I differ from the right 
hon. Gentleman, who has been Home 
Secretary, and is a legal authority. I 
believe he is wrong. I believe the legal 
authority is the joint committee, but if 
any other hon. and learned Gentleman 
cares to dispute my proposition, my hon. 
and learned friend sitting near me, upon 
whose authority | base my opinion, will 
be happy to deal with him. 


Mr. HALDANE: The King’s regu- 
lations forbid the military to take action 
except on the requisition of a magistrate. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I will recapitu- 
late the exact facts to the House. The 
exact facts are these :—The joint com- 
mittee of the magistrates and county 
council, seeing that disturbances might 
be excited in the district, appointed a 
sub-committee of their own members, 
consisting, no doubt, of county coun- 
cillors and magistrates, in order to watch 
the course of events, and to take upon 
themselves the duty of advising and 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


These are the facts, and though hon. 
Gentlemen may argue as to how far they 
are in conformity with common law, 
I consider they are in exact accordance 
with the law of the land. If 1 am right, 
then, so far as form is concerned, nothing 
wrong has been done, and if anything 
has been done so far as substance is con- 
cerned, that wrong or error of judgment 
is one into which the sub-committee or 
joint committee fell. What were the 
facts brought before them? I think the 
state of affairs in that district has been 


| altogether minimised by all the speakers 


There | 


on the opposite side of the House. | gather 
from the report made only a few days ago 


that 200 of the men who were out of the 
district in employment did return to the 
| district to take part in disturbance at the 


end of last month. In the course of those 
disturbances a policeman was struck on 
the head. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES: If the right 
hon. Gentleman will pardon me, that 
occurrence took place on the Tuesday 
night. The military had been requisi- 
tioned on the Tuesday morning. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: While I under- 
stand the hon. Gentleman's objection, | 
do not understand his argument. [Ironi- 


cal cheers and laughter.| Well, my 
arguments are so seldom understood 


that surely I may be allowed to try and 


make them plain. If the hon. Member 
objects to my taking the instance of 
Tuesday, let me tell the House what took 
place on a date antecedent. On the 
Saturday night preceding the meeting 
of the sub-committee and the report 
which I am reading from, which the 
Chief Constable has presented, it appears 
that every workman who dared to make 
his appearance was mobbed, and had to 
he protected by the police, and finally 
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entry leading to his house, was pelted 
with stones, one of which inflicted a 
serious wound on the inside of his ear. 
The report goes on to say that, although 
the police were able to protect the work- 
men and prevent them being thrown 
down and trampled on, they were not 








strong enough to disperse the disorderly 
crowds. The Chief Constable goes on to 
say that the available men of his force, 
and all the available men from Chester, 
and all the available men from the sur- 
rounding districts that could be sum- 
moned had been summoned ; that he 
had endeavoured to do without the mili- 


facts brought before the sub-committee 
of the joint committee, and I ask the 
House whether they can accuse the sub- 
committee of any rashness of procedure 
or any hasty calling in of assistance from 
those who were in a position to give it. 
It seems to me that, if the doctrine of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite is the true 
doctrine, if the authorities are to wait 
until men are knocked down and 
trampled on, or until the police are over- 
powered—in fact, until all the evils of 
disorder are upon them—before adopting 
preventive measures—— 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I never 


said that. I said that there is no proof 


pened ; otherwise the police would have 
had the offenders up before the magis- 
trates, and we should have heard of it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The position 
of the police, as I understand,was such 
as to make further protective measures 
necessary. As far as I can discover 
from the records, these workmen, 
who were acting within their legal 
rights, could not carry on their avoca- 
tion without being hooted and booed, 
followed, and occasionally stoned. Is 
that a tolerable position? I do not 
think it is, and if the Chief Constable 
found he could not control the dis- 
orderly crowds with the police at his 
disposal, and had grounds for thinking 
that matters were getting worse, was he, 
who was responsible for the peace of the 
town, to be blamed for applying to the 








tary as long as possible, but that, in his | 
opinion, the matter had then got beyond | 
the control of the police. Those were the | 
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* | ; 
one workman, on reaching a narrow | sub-committee, and were the sub-com- 


/mittee to be blamed because they did 
their best to support him ? If so, I think 
a great blow will be struck at the preser- 
vation of law and order. I hope I have 
not said anything to embitter this con- 
troversy, already too bitter; but I think if 
the House were to condemn the action 
of the local authority they would be 
taking on themselves a great responsi- 
bility, which would have very serious 
consequences, not merely in this particu- 
lar district, but in every part of the 
country where, unhappily, it is not 
beyond the bounds of possibility that 
disturbances may take place. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: As I reside 
in the district in which this disturbance 
took place, and also within a few miles of 
Chester, I should like to make a few 
remarks upon this subject. I cannot 
help thinking the Home Secretary 
has been somewhat taken in by these 
proceedings, and I cannot forbear coming 
to the conclusion that if he had known 
what he knows now, the right hon. 
Gentleman would never have taken any 
action in the matter at all. The Leader 
of the House challenged us to say in 
what respect the Home Secretary could 








have acted in any different manner, but 


‘had it not been for the action of the 
|Home Secretary the military would 
i never have been brought down. He 


that anything of that kind had hap- | read the petition—he received no com- 


munication from the chief constable— 
hut, having read the petition, what did he 
do? He did not ecmmunicate with the 
magistrates, but a communication was 
made to a chief constable who had already 
made a most egregious mistake, and in 
matters before this very Chief Constable 
had put the Treasury to considerable 
expense, which proved unnecessary. I 
think it is important that the Home 
Secretary should exercise some control 
over chief constables in matters of this 
kind, more especially as the law has been 
altered with regard to the use of the mili- 
tary. What I rose to show was what 
the true facts are of what has taken 
place. I challenged the Home Secretary 
to substantiate a single case of outrage, 
and he was unable to do so. Even in the 
petition the charges are very vague 
which are put into the mouths of the 
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{COMMONS} 
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quarriers by the quarry authorities. {the intention of intimidating him and 
The petition was practically signed by | preventing him from following his occu- 


Lord Penrhyn, and his supporters, the 
quarriers, whether they wished to sign 


it or not, would not do it; and to say the | 
| Act. 


Home Secretary is bound to assist in a 
matter of this kind without any 
communication with the responsible 
guardians of the peace is absurd. A 
great deal has been made of intimidation, 
but that simply consisted of hooting 
and booing the men considered to be 
blacklegs. Is that a sufficient justi- 
fication for bringing down the military ? 
and, if so, why were not the military sent 
to Stratford? We pro-Boers do not 
mind being intimidated by booing, but 
we have been attacked right and left 
at Stratford, and Scarborough, and other 
places, and the chief constables in those 
places have never called out the military ; 
they compelled us to abandon our lawful 
meetings, and it is because in this case 
the women have booed these men that 
Lord Penrhyn has requisitioned the 
military. My complaint is that justice 
is not dealt out with an even hand by the 
law in this matter. There are certain 
favourites of the law and of the Imperial 
authorities who set the law in motion, 
but the law is refused to be set in motion 
in similar cases. The only overt act 
stated in the petition to the Home Secre- 
tary is that stones had been thrown by 
day and night at some of the cottages, 


but not one of those charges has been | 


proved in a court of law, and in what 


| Constable. 


respect would the inhabitants of Chester, | 


seven miles away, assist in the matter ? 
The only case for requisitioning the 
military is the case where the police had 


endeavoured to put down the disturb- | 


ance and had been unable to do so, 


and had been overpowered by the mob; 


but nothing of that kind has occurred | 


here. But because some Welsh boys 
secreted themselves behind a wall and 
threw stones at a cottage where a black- 
leg lived, and then ran away directly a 
policeman appeared, is that a reason for 
sending for the military? Nothing has 
occurred further than that. At the 
last petty sessions at Bangor, the only 


pation or doing that which he was entitled 
to do, but if a man stands and boos, he 
cannot be proceeded against under this 
These men simply stood in the 
same place and booed, and therefore 
could not be prosecuted under the Act of 
1875, because they did not follow; but 
these four men were brought up at the 
petty sessions at Bangor and fined for 
obstruction, and that being the case, 
how can the bringing down of the mili- 
tary be justified? Why they should be 
brought down I do not know. I do not 
know whether it is in the mind of the 
Home Secretary that the magistrates 
are in sympathy with these men, but if 
he is under that impression I can assure 
him it is a mistake. On a previous ocea- 
sion, when some men were summoned 
for booing a man, they elected to be tried 
before the magistrate, and five were 
convicted; but when the next batch 
were brought forward for a_ similar 
offence, they elected to go before a jury, 
and at the court which met at Carnarvon 
the chairman of the bench, himself an 
employer of labour, stated in public 
that the magistrate who tried the case 
at Bangor did not know anything of 
the matter until he was told by 
the Chief Constable. Such a procedure 
is monstrous, and it is unfair to act upon 
the opinion of a magistrate who has 
evidently been influenced by a Chief 
Can the Home Secretary 
inform me whether all the members 
of the sub-committee were present, or 
whether any of them were present 
except the chairman? I should like to 
know that, because no _ reference is 
made to anybody but the chairman. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have no particulars, 
but I am informed by the Chief Constable 


| that the sub-committee decided to call in 


the military, and that the chairman of 
the sub-committee, who is a magistrate, 


| signed the requisition. 


| 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is the 


case was that four men were summoned right hon. Gentleman aware that the 


for obstructing the highway ; that is all. 


joint committee is no authority in 


Under the Act of 1875, under which | matters of this kind, and that under the 
these proceedings were taken, it was an | Local Government Act, 1888, the magis- 
offence to follow any perso: - bout with | strates ought to have been consulted ? 


Mr. Bryn Roberts. 
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Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: The right 


hon. Gentleman said just now that the 
committee had decided. Does he say 
that the committee themselves decided 
to send for the military, or simply that 
the chairman signed that document ! 

Mr. RITCHIE: I do 
was that the sub-committee met and 
decided that the force at their disposal 
for the prevention of a breach of the peace 
was not sufficient, and that the requisi- 
tion for the military was then signed by 
a gentleman who was a magistrate, and 
who happened also to be chairman of the 
sub-committee. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I presume 
the right hon. Gentleman will have no 
objection to allowing me and other 
Members representing the district to see 
the communication he received from 
the chief constable ? 


Mr. RITCHIE assented. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Then I will 


not pursue that point further. 
simply point out that the chairman, 
who is, no doubt, a thoroughly respon- 
sible gentleman and chairman of the 
quarter sessions, is a magistrate residing 
ina different petty sessional division, 
and necessarily has no local knowledge 
of the state of affairs at Bangor. I 
would urge on the right hon. Gentleman 
that in future he should, at any rate, in 
the event of any application for the 
services of the military in connection 
with the Bethesda disturbances, put 
himself into communication with the 
Bangor magistrates. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I really must have 
failed to make myself understood, as also 
must have done my right hon. friend 
the First Lord of the Treasury. I have 
nothing to do with the calling in of the 
military ; | am not consulted on the 
point. It was done on the spot, and I 
knew nothing about it until the military 
had been called in. 
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absolutely, but what I presume occurred 
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part, the summoning of the military was 
illegal. That is beyond all doubt-p3y , 





Dispute. 


Mr. RITCHIE: He did not say he had 


no local jurisdiction. 


| Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: He was a 
magistrate of the county, but he did not 
sit in the petty sessional division. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : Let me 
read Sir Redvers Buller’s evidence as to 
the absolute rule for the summoning of 
the military. He said that troops were 
not to be taken out except for the sup- 
pression of riot, nor were they to be sent 
to assist the civil force in case of expected 
riot except on the written requisition of 
the Lord Lieutenant, sheriffs, a magi- 
strate or magistrates “having juris- 
diction in the place where the riot is 
expected, or in case of emergency.” I 
understand that that means a_ local 
magistrate having jurisdiction in the 
district, not a general magistrate. It 
assumes that he is a man with special 





I will) 





Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: If the} 
statement of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man is correct, that this magistrate had 
no loeal jurisdiction in this particular | 


knowledge of the district. I do not 
mean to say that the general county 
magistrates have not local jurisdiction. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man will see that the military have no 
option ; they cannot neglect a requisition 
from a magistrate having jurisdiction in 
the district in which disturbances are 
expected. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I think my 
right hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouth is under a misapprehension. 
This gentleman, who was chairman of 
the sub-committee, is a magistrate for 
the county of Carnarvonshire, but he 
lives and sits in another petty sessional 
division, and has no special knowledge 
whatever of anything that occurs in the 
Bangor district. [ agree with the Home 
Secretary that, so far as jurisdiction is 
concerned, he has jurisdiction to make 
the application for the military, because 
he is a magistrate for the county, and 
every “county magistrate is entitled to 
sit and to act in every part of the 
county——” 

SEVERAL NATIONALIST MEMBERS: No, 
no! 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS : Oh, yes. 
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SEVERAL NATIONALIST MEMBERS: Not { terrorised, and the bringing in of the 


in Ireland. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Although, 
as a matter of courtesy and practice, they 
usually confine themselves to the petty 
sessional divisions in which they reside, 
I did not take exception to the right of 


the chairman of the sub-committee to | 


sign the requisition. What I pointed 
out wa; that I think it is desirable, inas- 
much as the local exchequer has now to 
bear the entire charge of the military 


who have been sent down, the authorities 
certain | 
that the magistrates of the particular 
division in which the disturbances were 
fearel agreed as to the necessity for such 
instead of acting on the| 


responsible should be made 


assistance, 
opinion of the Chief Constable, who had 
previously been in error in a similar 
matter. 
Gentleman to say that he communicated 
the application to the military autho- 
rities. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Oh, no! 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I was under 
that impression. All I have to say in 
conclusion is that the indignation in 
the district arises from the feeling that 
the presence of the military is an insult. 
The inhabitants feel that the Legislature 
has come to the conclusion that they are 


a disorderly people, whereas, as a matter | 
had been consulted. 


of fact, there is not a working-class 
street in any town in England in which 
there is not as much disturbance every 
Saturday night as occurs in the village of 
Bethesda. I was surprised to hear the 
statement that there was a disturbance 
last Saturday night, because the magis- 
trates themselves, at the previous petty 
sessional day, ordered the public-houses 
in Bethesda to close at nine o’clock on 
Saturday instead of half-past ten. The 
Welsh papers that I have seen actually 
refer to the beneficent results of the early 
closing of the public-houses on that parti- 
cular Saturday night, as shown by the 


extreme quietness of the streets on that | 
I am totally unable to recon- | 
cile the statements of the newspapers on | putes. 


oceasion. 


I understood the right hon. | 


military has been brought about by the 

quarry authorities with a collateral object 
~that of intimidating and frightening 
the strikers by a big show of military 
force. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: This discussion 
has produced a very similar result to that 
of a discussion in 1893. On that occasion 
soldiers had been sent to a labour dispute, 
two men had been killed and a number 
of others wounded ; the whole matter was 
brought up in this House, and appa- 
rently nobody was responsible. The 
Home Office is not responsible for the 
sending of the troops, and the War Office 
apparently is not responsible. Under 
the King’s Regulations the officer in 
'command of soldiers in any part of the 
country has no option but to send troops 
to any district on the requisition of a 
single chief constable or magistrate. 
Save in cases of great emergency this is 
| far too great a power to vest in the hands 
| of a single individual. In this particular 
case only cne signature was obtained, 
and if we but knew whoin the chairman 
| of the sub-committee was who signed the 
requisition a flood of light might be 
'thrown on the entire matter. Surely 
it is time some more satisfactory method 
was adopted for the calling out of the 
military. Such a step should not be 
taken until not merely one magistrate, 
but the bench of magistrates as a whole, 
It is not alleged in 
this case that there was any emergency. 
The petition consists of a series of fears 
of what might take place. Who penned 
that petition? I venture to assert that 
not one man in ten who signed it had the 
remotest idea of its contents. These 
same men signed a resolution thanking 
Lord Penrhyn for his goodness and 
graciousness in permitting them to go 
to work. Men who play the blackleg 
during a strike are capable of signing 
anything in order to curry favour with 
their employer. 

But I rose specially to say that the 
calling out of the military is occurring 
with alarming frequency in labour dis- 
Scarcely a dispute of any magni- 


that point with the communication of the | tude takes place --in this case only 3,000 


chief constable to the Home Secretary. 


men are involved—but the military are 


In my belief. the chief constable has! called out, especially if the euployer has 
allowed himself to be Samant | 


been able to secure blacklegs to take the 
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places of the men on strike. In this case 
the men are God-fearing and law-abiding, 
against whom no charge has been sus- 
tained during the whole of the long 
period over which the strike has extended, 
but because of the statements of the 
chief constable— who, if those statements 
are true, ought to be dismissed for incom- 
petency and failure to discharge his duties 
--the military are sent down without ques- 
tion and with the full concurrence of the 
Government. Although, as I said, there 
is apparently no responsibility on the 
Home Office for sending down the mili- 
tary, the Department is responsible to 
this extent—that when a petition of this 
kind was received, the Home Secretary 
should have been careful to make in- 
quiries, not merely from this hysterical 
Chief Constable, who, from the beginning, 
has been a supporter of and sympathiser 
with the employer’s side in the dispute, 
but of the bench of magistrates respon- 
sible for the maintenance of order in the 
neighbourhood. He made no such in- 
quiries ; he made no attempt to find out 
the real facts of the case, and the respon- 
sibility to that extent rests upon him. 
The War Office are in the same plight as 
far as responsibility is concerned. The 
War Secretary was probably never con- 
sulted about the sending of the military, 
and there was no obligation tc consult 
him. This debate has proved that the 
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| 





troops were sent there illegally and un- | 


necessarily, and it rests with the Home 
Office to order their immediate recall. 
We have a right to ask that the Govern- 
ment will cause an inquiry to be made 
as to the justification for calling out 
soldiers. The Bangor bench of magis- 
trates was not consulted, and why, now 
that the facts are known, does the Home 
Office not insist upon the troops being 
immediately sent back to barracks? I 
repeat that if this were an isolated case it 
would not matter so much, but the feeling 
created on the Bethesda men and on the 
minds of others is that the Government 
is siding with the employer against the 
workmen in the dispute. There is no 
getting away from the fact that every- 
thing gives it that appearance. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: From the state- 
ment made by the Home Secretary there 
seems to be a complete vacuum in the 
law of this country. 


VOL. XCVIII. 


In the first place, 
[FourtTH SERIES. ] 
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he has said that he was not responsible 
for sending down the troops ; he did not 
know about it. If he is not responsible 
for sending them down, and if any single 
magistrate in any county can order out a 
regiment of cavalry, who is responsible 
for getting them back? Is it the same 
magistrate who is to be the judge ? 
If that is so, is there any other means 
known to the law of this land whereby 
they can be got back-- because the magis- 
trate may die? The one authority who 
has been the means of bringing the troops 
on the spot may disappearfromthisearth, 
and the troops must remain there for 
ever. That is the ridiculous position in 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
placed himself. The First Lord asked, 
Is there any man who will question the 
action of the Home Secretary in this 
manner? I confess it is the most 
suspicious thing I ever heard of. I 
only got a view of the petition across the 
Table, but as far as I could judge it was 
engrossed on parchment. It seemed to 
have passed through the hand of the 
scrivener or the attorney’s clerk, and I 
have not the smallest doubt in my own 
mind that the money for the cost of it 
will figure in the bill of costs of Lord 
Penrhyn’s solicitor. You are not dealing 
with a case like Belfast, where disorder 
is sporadic. You are confessedly dealing 
with a peaceable and law-abiding district. 
The first thing I would do on getting such 
a petition would be to smell it, and if I 
found that it scented of the scrivener 1 
think I would be put completely on my 
guard. Looking at the petition across 
the floor of the House, it seemed to me 
exactly like a conveyance. Ofcourse in 
this case, we all know, it was a convey- 
ance of the military. I would like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman, who says 
that he has no responsibility, why did he 
bring in the petition? Why did he 
make it the foundation of the case ? 
Why did he not wash his hands of it and 
say, ‘‘ We have nothing to say one way 
or the other ; it does not rest with mec 
or the War Office ; it is a purely local 
matter, dependent on the local magis- 
trate’’? If that be true, the military are 
indeed in a very parlous plight, and 
England is subject toa reign of militarism 
which I am sure does not obtain in Ire- 
land, bad as that country is. That is 
what it amounts to when a particular 
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magistrate is able to have the whole }moving a soldier or policeman, upon 
of the King’s forces at his disposal. Ifa {having a sworn deposition by the local 
ingle magistrate can bring the military | magistrates that crime had occurred or 
into conflict with the civil population, | is anticipated, in this country the mili- 
and can induce them to fire deadly | tary forces can be asked to intervene on 
weapons, and if death ensues, I believe the order of a stranger to the district 
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it would be a question for the jury 
whether the warrant issued by that 
magistrate was bona fide, and whether 
the military were justified in acting upon 
it. Carnarvon is a large county. ‘Take 
Yorkshire, which is an enormous county, 
divided into the East and West Ridings, 
am I to be told that if 1 can get the signa- 
ture of a single magistrate in the West 
Riding, who may have been in bed, 
and who does not know anything of what 
is going on, troops may be called out in 
another part of the county, lives lost, and 
thousands of pounds of expenses in- 
curred for the taxpayers on that requisi- 
tion ? The conscience or intellect of the 
magistrate may have been practised 
upon or deceived. That places the 
military law of the country in a far more 
terrible position than anything I have 
ever known. ‘The soldier has no protec- 
tion whatever. If death ensues he is 
liable to be put on trial for his life. Jf it 
is the result of a requisition to a single 
magistrate who is not living in the dis- | 
trict, I say it is open to the jury to say 

whether that is not murder. It puts the 

military of the country into an extra- 

ordinary plight. It is an astonishing | 


/and by reference to a petition not one 
'word of which has been substantiated 
| on oath, I read in The Times the other 
|day that Lord Penrhyn had given each 
of his “ blacklegs”’ a sovereign. I be- 
lieve that was the price of these signa- 
tures to the petition. If the matter had 
rested with the Home Secretary’s De- 
partment, I believe no troops would ever 
have been sent, and in my judgment 
| the law, if it be in the condition the right 
| hon. Gentleman referred to, stands sadly 
|in need of amendment. I would ask 
|the Home Secretary to bring his sense 
to bear on this question, and as his 
|Government depend very much on the 
'votes of workmen, I would beg him to 
bear in mind the palliation of the First 
Lord of the Treasury when there was 
great rioting and disorder in other parts 
of the country. He excused these tem- 








'porary ebullitions by saying that flesh 


and blood could not stand it. Remember 


these poor women in Bethesda had hus 


bands out of work, and if they did “ boo ” 
at a ‘‘ blackleg ” flesh and blood might be 
excused. 

FITZMAURICE 


Lorp EDMOND 


thing to learn that the Home Secretary, | (Wiltshire, Cricklade) said it had not been 
who ought to be the better judge whether | made clear in the debate whether the 
or not there were adequate grounds for | Chief Constable before he arranged to 
calling in the military, could not inform | send for the military brought police not 
the House what was the total force of | only from the outlying parts of his own 
police available. He said that all the ;county but from the neighbouring 








available men in the county were concen- | 
trated at the place. If there was a real | 
case of hardship or intimidation on the 
part of the wives of these poor men who 
were deprived of their work, does any- 
body pretend for a moment that the way 
to suppress this was by importing a 
troop of dragoons with drawn sabres ? 
That requisition for the military to aid 
the civil force is the grossest absurdity | 
I ever heard of. We have heard of other 
petitions—petitions for a force to help 
the women and children of Johannes- 
berg. We know how bogus these peti- 
tions were. It is an extraordinary thing, 
in my judgment, to find that, while in 
Ireland the Government insist, before 


county. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Chief Constable 
states that— 


‘all the available men who can possibly be 
spared from duty elsewhere are now in the 
neighbourhood of Bethesda. I am unable to 
get any more men from the neighbouring 
county—in fact, I have already had to send 
back some of the borrowed men kept here for 
some time, and I shall have to send back the 
greater part of the remainder in the course of 
the next ten days or so.” 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: | 
only rose to elucidate this point, and I am 
very much obliged to the Home Secretary. 


Question put. 





Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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Abraham,Wm. (Cork, N.E.)  , 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Campbell: Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. ©. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dufty, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. , 
Aird, Sir John 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord ° 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds | 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W. B. (Hants. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 


The House divided :—Ayes, 133 ; Noes, 160. 
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AYES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 


| Fuller, J. M. F. 


Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone,|RKt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 

| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Haldane, Richard Burdon 
' Hammond, John 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie, J Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Joyce, Michael 


Kinloch, Sir J. G. Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘ Arthur, W. (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mooney, John J. 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph, (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tippe’y, Mid. 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


NOES. 


Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor} 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 


| Chapman, Edward 


Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


A. E. | 


| Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
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O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 








Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M, 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R.(N’th’nts) 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick, Meath, N.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, HenryJ.( Yorks, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


THE AYrES— 
Jones and 


TELLERS FOR 
Mr. William 
Mr. Moss. 


; Cranborne, Viscount 


Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay; Sir Robert Bannatyne 


| Fisher, William Hayes 


Fison, Frederick Wm. 


| Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 


Fletcher, Sir Henr; 
Fost2r,PhilipS( Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk, 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn GR C Ormsby-(Salop 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’dry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 
Heath,James(Staffords,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Hope,J.F.(Sh’flield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd. , Tottenham 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W m. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt.'Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 


Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham , 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatskry reported from the Com- | 
mittee: That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the fol- 
lowing fifteen members in respect of the 
Burgh Sewerage, Drainage and Water 
Supply (Scotland) Bill :—Mr. Anstruther, | 
Mr. Asher, Mr. Black, Mr. Boland, Mr. | 
George Brown, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Coch- 
rane, Mr. Colville, Mr. Alexander Cross, 
Mr. T. R. Dewar, Mr. J. D. Hope, Mr. 
Law, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Shaw-Stewart, | 
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Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Middlemore,J’hnThrogmort’n 
Milton, Viscount 

Moon, Edw. Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray,Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland, 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S | 


PANEL). 


Sir JAMES FerRGussON reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel ; That they had ap- 
pointed Sir James Fergusson to act as 
Chairman of the Standing Committee 
for the Consideration of Bills relating to 
Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure, in the place of Lord Edmond 


Fitzmaurice. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 





THE 


and Wales. 


‘either have 





national arrangements 
Patent Law Amendment Bill [Lords]. 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,RtHn. Col. Edw. J, 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyn’side 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUnivy, 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
| Whitmo:e, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks., 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
| Wrightson, Sir Toomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to enable His Most Gracious 
Majesty to make an Addition to the Royal 
Style and Titles in recognition of His 
'Majesty’s dominions beyond the Seas.” 
Royal Titles Bill [Lords]. 


AJso a Bill intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
/amend the Law with reference to Inter- 


for Patents.” 


NEW BILL. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS. 
VICE-PRESIDENT _ or 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): I beg leave to 
introduce a Bill to amend the law 
with respect to the removal of teachers 
in public elementary schools in England 


THE 


The Bill applies to certified 


teachers who have held their office for 
three years. 


If managers of schools 
removed or are about to 


remove them capriciously, unreasonably, 
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or under a misapprehension of the facts, 
teachers may apply to the Board of Edu- 
cation, and the Board of Education will 
consider their application. In case the 
removal is on the ground of personal 
misconduct, there may be a local inquiry, 
and persons holding such inquiry will 
have power to summon witnesses and 
administer an oath. In the event of the 
Board coming to the conclusion that the 
managers have acted capriciously or un- 
reasonably, or under a misapprehension 
of the facts, the Board of Education may 
make an order on the managers to take 
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one of two courses—either to reinstate | 


the teacher or to make compensation to 
him by money or otherwise. 
managers elect to make compensation 
they must submit their proposal to the 
Board of Education, which has to be 
satisfied that the compensation offered 
is in their opinion equitable. Then it is 
provided that legal proceedings for 
matters so decided shall be barred, and 
any money payable as compensation 
must be paid either out of the rates or 
out of Parliamentary grants. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I am 
very glad to see such a Bill as this intro- 
duced, because I am sure that it is 
needed. If the provisions of the Bill are 
such as to enable the House to accept it 
without debate, or with comparatively 
little debate, it will give the greatest 
satisfaction. 


Bill to amend the law with respect to 
the removal of Teachers in Public Ele- 
mentary Schools in England and Wales, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir John 
Gorst and Mr. Long. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
BILL. 


“To amend the Law with respect to 


the removal of Teachers in Public Ele- | 


mentary Schools in England and Wales,”’ 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
281.] 


SUPPLY [201rn Axtorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{2 AuGcust 1901} 


If the} 
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[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberlan 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Civit SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 
Crass IT." 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £35,500, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
'of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 
| Expenses of the Department of His 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, including a Grant-in-Aid of 
certain Expenses connected with Emigra- 
tion.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): This is the ordinary 
opportunity which the forms of the 
House allow to the Minister for furnish- 
ing, and to the rest of us for demanding, 
full information as to affairs under the 
charge of the Colonial Office. Of course, 
at the present moment, it is to South 
Africa that we for the most part turn our 
eyes. I hope, therefore, the right hon. 
Gentleman will take advantage of this 
opportunity to furnish the House and 
the country with a great deal of informa- 
tion which is certainly very much to be 
desired, and which has hitherto been 
vouchsafed to the public and the country 
in a very limited degree. For many 
months the nation has shown very 
great patience, and has not made 
such demands as | think they were 
well entitled to do. We have always 
suffered in this House from a system, to 
some extent necessary, of dealing with 
questions in what I may call watertight 
/compartments. All questions relating 
to policy are supposed to be controlled 
by the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
but matters under the control of 
‘the military authorities, or affecting 
military operations, are referred to 
the Secretary of State for War. But 
‘the right hon. Gentleman, after all, 
is the principal person. He is the 
Minister whose policy is being 
prosecuted in South Africa. The 


Minister for War is only the instrument 
in carrying out that policy ; and there- 
fore I am not wrong in saying that. as 
the credit, so also the blame for the 
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general policy which must attach above 
all to the particular Minister whose 
salary we are now voting. On that 
ground this Vote furnishes an opportu- 
nity for us to impress on the Government 
the necessity of fully informing the 
country before Parliament is prorogued 
and the curtain falls, so far as public 
discussion here is concerned, on the events 
of the year. 

There are other and peculiar circum- 
stances which induce me to make the 
inquiries I shall have to make of the 
right hon. Gentleman with some degree 
of confidence. It is not for nothing that 
the High Commissioner who exercises 
power over the dominions of the Crown 
in South Africa has been in this country. 
When the House adjourned tor Whit- 
suntide I thought that that was a con- 
venient opportunity to extract, if possible, 
sone more light than had been vouch- 
safed to us up to that time, and I asked, 
therefore, whether the Government had 
anything to say with regard to the 
position of affairs in South Africa and 
their general policy. The Secretary of 
State for War answered me in these 
words-— 

“Tt is quite reasonable that at intervals 
Parliament should ask for an assurance that 
every effort is being made to bring the war to 
a conclusion, and that it should be made 
aware of any special steps which the Govern- 
ment may have taken at the particular moment 
with that end; but the moment chosen for that 
inquiry is not a very useful one, and for this 
reason Sir Alfred Milner is expected hourly in 
this country, and naturally it is the desire of 
the Government to communicate with him, 
their chief administrative officer in South 
Africa, and what may pass between the 
Government and Sir Alfred Milner will no 
doubt be important, while the information we 
obtain from him in conversation will be much 
greater than we could receive by telegram. 
But if the right hon. Gentleman will defer his 
question for a short period we shall be ina 
much better position to give the information 
for which he asks.” 


Therefore right hon. Gentlemen are in 
that very much better position, and that 
strengthens the claim that I put forward 
for some further information. I am 
bound to say, by way of parenthesis, that 
the comings and goings of Lord Milner 
are used for a double purpose, because 
while we are told in June that we must 
wait until the Government had con- 
sulted him, on the other hand, we have 
been told with regard to the Lands Settle- 


Sir H. Caimpbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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{ment Committee that we cannot get 
‘any definite information on that subject 
until Lord Milner has returned. How- 
ever, at this particular moment I think 
the Government are in a better position 
than they have been for some time to 
satisfy the curiosity of the country. | 
would also say that I think it highly 
desirable that we should be informed, if 
the right hon. Gentleman can do it, as to 
the opinion on the situation held by the 
distinguished soldier who has been the 
chief acting administrator for some time 
in South Africa—I mean Lord Kitchener. 
He will now, I presume, be superseded in 
that capacity. I hope that there is no 
truth in the rumour that has been pre- 
valent that he is shortly going to leave 
South Africa and take up the command 
in India, because the country, I 
believe, has formed, and rightly formed, 
a very high opinion of Lord Kitchener 
both as a soldier and also as a man of 
sense. He is not given to making 
speeches, and, above all, he is not effusive 
in his telegrams. I am bound to say that 
the country as a whole will not think 
any the worse of him on that account. 
The country has conceived a great regard, 
as I think, for his qualities, and also he 
has been able to win the confidence and 
esteem of the Boers. Therefore, with all 
the opportunities he has had, it would be 
most useful if the right hon. Gentleman 
could say anything to us on the view 
now taken on the situation by that dis- 
tinguished man. Further, I would bring 
before the House a remarkable speech 
made by Sir Gordon Sprigg a short time 
ago, which appeared in the English papers 
of 16th July. It conveys one specific 
piece of information, which the Govern- 
ment will be able to confirm and explain. 
Sir Gordon Sprigg says— 


‘Communications have been passing between 
Lord Kitchener and the Cape Ministry which 
he hoped would result in hastening the con- 
clusion of the war.” 


It would be very interesting, and neces- 
sary, that we should have some light 
thrown on that very remarkable state- 
ment. I hope most heartily that there 
is good foundation for it. 
I wish to pass by for the moment the 
question of the negotiations, past, present, 
‘or future, and of the ultimate terms of 
settlement, and to make some inquiry as 
‘to the actual position of affairs at this 
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moment, especially in our own old 
colonies. I am afraid I must endeavour 
to impress on the right hon. Gentleman 
the full force of his responsibilities to the 
House. It will not do for the right hon. 
Gentleman to repudiate knowledge or 
responsibility even for military operations. 
No one expects the right hon. Gentleman 
to be acquainted with, or to be ready to 
defend or explain, the details of military 
operations, but military operations are 
not like some great machinery which you 
can bring into action by turning a crank 
or pressing a button, and then leave 
them alone and allow them to follow 
their own course. The right hon. 
Gentleman has set them in motion in 
South Africa. He is bound to watch 
the course of events very closely, and to 
be ready to interfere at any moment 
when it is necessary. The operations of 
war have two effects—there is the mili- 
tary effect, but there is also the political 
effect ; and even if the former does not 
come, as I know by the rules of the 
House it does not ordinarily come, under 
our review to-day, the latter aspect cer- 
tainly does, and we are quite entitled to 
deal with that aspect. For my part, I 
never doubted the result of these military 
operations ; from the first I believed and 
publicly said that it was a great and 
formidable undertaking to which this 
country put its hand. The right hon. 
Gentleman foresaw that also in his, if he 
will allow me to say so, more reasonable 
mood ; five or six years ago he used some 
expressions, often quoted, but which I 
will not repeat, which showed that he 
was perfectly alive to the fact that the 
war, once begun, would be a long and 
bitter one. He had never been a ten- 
million man, or a six-weeks man; he 
knew what the war would be. Now I 
have said I never doubted what the result 
of the war would be, and I do not at this 
moment, but what I have been much 
more concerned about is the condition of 
things in South Africa that will be left 
after the war. 


Supply—Cwil 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 


Hear, hear. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Every important criticism, if any of my 
criticisms have been important, has 
turned upon that point. 1 take, for 


{2 Aucust 1901} 
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instance, the whole line of policy, military 
policy so called, involved in the devasta- 
tion of territory, in the burning of farms, 
in the clearing of the country, as it is 
called, and the sweeping of the people 
into camps. I have again and again said 
that much can be said in favour cf that 
policy from a military point of view, and 
I can quite believe it. From the point of 
view of immediate military necessity, 
with the apparent object of shortening 
the war, I can imagine that much can be 
said for it, but everything in the world 
can be said against it from the political 
point of view, because by pursuing that 
course you are only laying up a fund of 
ineradicabie personal hatred which will 
far exceed in intensity the political 
antipathy which existed before, and 
which in all conscience was bad enough. 
Therefore, the right hon. Gentleman, 
being charged with the general policy 
and with the political and social future 
of South Africa, cannot stand aside and 
shrug his shoulders, and refer us to the 
Secretary of State for War when we 
speak even of the general course of mili- 
tary operations. It is he who is 
supremely responsible, to Parliament 
and the country, for both the political 
and social condition which will be left 
in South Africa at the close of the war. 
Let us look for a moment into the con- 
dition of things in Cape Colony, and 
contrast it with last year. At this time 
last year all operations south of the 
Orange River had ceased, but in De- 
cember the colony was invaded, and 
now a part of the colony is in the hands 
of the Boers. It is exceedingly difficult 
to follow the operations,and most persons, 
I believe, in this country have practically 
given up the attempt to do so. But if 
you open the map and look at the names 
of places at which incidents occur which 
are reported you will find that they range 
over nearly the whole of Cape Colony. 
I will venture to submit to the Committee 
that our first duty is to our old-estab- 
lished territories, and our old fellow- 
subjects in Cape Colony, and I would 
therefore ask the right hon. Gentleman 
why have the steps that have been taken 
to avoid invasion, and above all to ter- 
minate invasion, been ineffectual, and 
what are the prospects now. Everyone 
can see the deteriorating, disintegrating, 
and demoralising effect of these bands of 


Service Estimates. 











1099 Supply—Civil {COMMONS} Service Estimates. 1100 


men roaming about the country in the| something as to the administration of 
midst of a community largely of their martial law. Martial law is the abnega- 
own kinsmen. I would ask especially | tion of all law. One would not look too 
whether it is contemplated, as we some- | closely into its administration when it is 
times see inferred, that the process of applied for a short time under the pres- 
devastation which has been applied so sure of some serious and unavoidable 
freely in the other States is to be intro-| emergency. But when it goes on week 
duced in Natal and Cape Colony. I after week, and month after month, I 
have seen it stated that the Government | should have thought that there would 
of Natal have protested against it.) have been some regularity applied to the 
Speaking with no technical knowledge, | proceedings under martial law. 1 want 
but merely as the man in the street, it! to know if it is so? Nearly the whole 
would seem to be a poor way of dealing | of our South African colonies are subject 
with such things, because you only | to martial law. There may be military 
drive your enemy out of one quarter into | necessity for it, but the right hon. Gentle- 
another. I suspect that what has! man can hardly stand idly by while this 
happened is this—it does not need much | system is applied so persistently and for 
ingenuity to imagine it—that because | so long a time in these great colonies. | 
of these States being devastated, andthe | remember some months ago he repudi- 
means of living being destroyed, the Boers | ated responsibility, and said these were 
have been driven down into our own | self-governing colonies, but this system 
colonies. I cannot help thinking that | is not imposed by the self-governing 
that is a very undesirable result of any | colonies or asked for by the local govern- 
operations that may have been under-| ment; it is under Imperial authority 
taken. If the area of devastation is! jt is applied, and I therefore think we 
extended, is there not considerable danger | must look to the Minister at home as the 
of something like famine? In large} ultimate guardian of the civil rights 
areas in Cape Colony neither sowing | of the people of Cape Colony and Natal. 
nor reaping is allowed, and in what| For what offences will the right hon. 
conditions will these areas be next year 2) Gentleman tell us, for what kinds of 
Another thing which strikes me as) offences, are men tried before these 
surely a proceeding that requires some} eourts-martial ? Upon what kind of 
stronger justification than I can imagine | evidence are they convicted ? I have 
is the destruction of stock. I have read} read most circumstantial accounts in 
accounts in private letters of such destruc- | private letters of cases where men have 
tion in the Transvaal, and in The Times | been convicted solely on the evidence of 
of to-day there is a report of destruction | one or two Kaffirs, but I shall be glad to 
ot stock in Cape Colony itself. Well, | be assured that that is not the case, 
from the point of view of food supply, | because I do not think that would be at 
even taking that low point of view, as it is | all in accordance with our ideas of justice 
I believe there is great difficulty in har- | and of righteous judgment. Then, again, 
bour accommodation and in the means| have those persons who are tried the 
of landing and conveying stores—and | assistance of legal advice ? Our soldiers 
these hardly suftice for needs that already | under ordinary circumstances when they 
exist—for the supply of our troops in| are brought before a court-martial have 
camp. But what will the position be} that advantage, and I do not see that 
when week after week and month after | there need be any difficulty in furnishing 
month larger and larger portions of the | that degree of protection to those who are 
population are deprived of the means of | unfortunately subjected to trial by 
subsistence, and what will it be if the | court-martial in Cape Colony. It would 
whole population have to be fed? How- | also, I think, be a good thing, if it is not 
ever, apart from this question of feeding | so, to have some agent or representative 
and sustenance, what must be the effect | of the civil Government present at the 
‘on the temper and disposition of the | trial. who would exercise some sort of 
people of our own colonies if these courses |check upon the proceedings. I do not 
are pursued ? | wish to enter upon a very unpleasant 

Then, Sir, I would ask the right hon. | subject. I will not refer to that wretched 
Gentleman whether he can tell us| story of hangings, and of the compulsory 


Str H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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attendance of neighbours to see the 
sentence of hanging carried out. I do 
not wish torefer to that beyond say- 
ing that I should be glad to disbelieve 
the story altogether, and I hope that 
in the end it will be found much 








exaggerated, if not altogether un- 
founded. But what I want to know 
generally is what the circumstances are, 
and perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
will tell us, during this continuous 
system of government by court-martial. 
Iam not aware of any case in His 
Majesty’s dominions where this irregular 
law has been imposed so continuously 
and for so long a time. The responsi- 
bility of the Minister is, I think, pretty 
clear. The greatest authority on colonial 
constitutional law says— 


“The responsibility ”— 


not in reference to martial law, but for 
the general government of the colony— 


“the responsibility of the local administration 
for all acts of government is absolute and un- 
qualified, but it is essentially a responsibility 
to the Legislature, especially to the popular 
Chamber thereof, while the responsibility of 
the Governor is solely to the Crown.” 


The right hon. Gentleman represents 
and wields the power of the Crown, there- 
fore we are entitled to address these 
questions to him. I pass over these 
things as quickly as I can. 

There is a further question—a 
large constitutional question—which 
has arisen with regard to the period 
of time now running on during which 
the Parliament of Cape Colony is not 
sitting. I do not profess to be quali- 
fied with any legal knowledge to pro- 
nounce an opinion on a difficult question 
of constitutional law, but there are 
certain points in this which surely may ' e 
understood. In the first place, the Ap- 
propriation Act, which alone authorises 
grants out of public revenue, expired on 
30th June last, and Parliament is not to 
meet until 11th October. In the mean- 
time there is no authority whatever for 
payments out of the public funds except 
for casual or temporary necessities, and 
then only up to the limit of £200,000. 
Of course, between the end of June and 
October the expenditure will be very 
much more than £200,000. And this 
is a calculated action. It has been con- 
doned and admitted, although irregular. 
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Similar proceedings have been admitted 
before and subsequently met by a Bill 
of Indemnity, but only toa limited extent 
and under stress of temporary and ab- 
normal pressure. But here it is adopted 
as a deliberate system, and the time runs 
from the end of June to 11th October. 
A disregard of the similar constitutional 
rules has in other cases been made the 
occasion for the recal! of the Governor 
or the rebuke of the Governor, and I am 
anxious to have some information on this 
matter from the right hon. Gentleman. 
He gave a long answer toa long question 
on the subject some weeks ago, but I 
should be glad if he will develop his views 
further. The result of this appears to be 
that, so far as Cape Colony is concerned, 
the Constitution is under lock and key, 
and it is impossible for us to know what 
our fellow-citizens in that colony really 
think about it. The right of free speech, 
the right of free meeting, the right of a 
free press are, if not proscribed, interfered 
with. What I am anxious to know, and 
what I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will tell us is, has this policy the approval 
of moderate men in Cape Colony, whether 
Dutch or British, or is it only approved 
by men of extreme views ? It is hard to 
believe that it has the approval of mode- 
rate men. Surely the shortest way out 
of the difficulty would be to find some 
reasonable plan of meeting the objections 
of the two States to come within the pale 
ofthe British Empire These objections 
are not peculiar tothem ; they are shared 
by their kinsfolk in Cape Colony. Lord 
Kitchener thought it possible a few weeks 
ago, and did his best to achieve it. Does 
he still think it possible ? Is he still ina 
position to make efforts to attain this 
object, or is the door shut upon it ? That 
is the main question, after all, which we 
are interested in addressing to the right 
hon. Gentleman to-day. Most Members 
of the House have formed for themselves 
a general view of the limits up to which 
generous terms to a brave foe can be 
carried with safety to British supremacy 
on the one hand, and with due regard to 
the prospects of good and loyal relations 
on the other hand, between those who 
are now ranged in hostility to each other. 
More than a year ago I stated my views 
on that point, and I have repeated them 
since a score of times, and do not in any 
degree depart from them. But it is not 
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upon us, it is not upon any Member of | took of those proceedings, and to what 
this House, wherever he may sit, unless | extent it is likely to alter the policy they 
he sits on the Treasury bench, that the | have pursued. But in these matters—in 
burden of finding the solution lies. War | the treatment of the natives, in the 
offers no solution. The difficulties will|treatment of our wounded, in the 
begin when the war is ended. What we| burning of farms by the Boers—the 
wish to ascertain to-day is this—do| right hon. Gentleman is not interested, 
Ministers realise the burden of responsi- | He is only interested in what he calls 
bility which rests upon them, and are | the burning of farms by British troops, 
they with active and open minds pre-| and in what he calls the devastation of 
paring for the task that is before them ?|/the country. “I. shall endeavour, in 
| these circumstances, to supply him, not 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE | only with answers, so far as it is in my 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir-| power, to the questions which he has 
mingham,W.): Mr. Lowther, Ido not com- | asked, but also with some information 
plain at all of the desire which has been | for which he has not asked. But at the 
expressed by the right hon. Gentleman | outset I would complain of the terms in 
for any information which the Govern- | which he introduced his questions. He 
ment can afford to give him and the} said he wished to ask for information 
Committee. I think it is natural that | which, up to the present time, has been 
he should make inquiry, and I am sure | vouchsafed to the House and the country 
it will be a pleasure to us to give, as far | in a very limited degree, which I imagine 
as we can, the information he desires. ‘is an imputation that the Government 
I confess, however, that in the long list | has been keeping something back. If 
of questions which he has addressed to | that is the imputation of the right hon. 
me, amounting, altogether to some- | Gentleman I beg to say that he is totally 
thing like a score in number, what | inaccurate. I do not believe there ever 
surprises me is not the questions he has | has been « war engaged in by this country 
asked, but the questions he has failed | about which the Government of the day 
to ask. It must be evident to the | have given more entirely to the House all 
House that every single question the|the information in their power. We 
right hon. Gentleman has put to me | may not have given enough to satisfy the 
implies a suspicion, or implies an opinion, | right hon. Gentleman or even the legiti- 
on his part, that the action of the mate curiosity of the country; but we 
Government is wrong, and that our | have given all we had. We have given 
action in endeavouring to bring this war | to the House and the country a full 
to a close should be materially altered. | account of every incident of the slightest 
3ut not one single question has been | importance that has occurred throughout 
put by the right hon. Gentleman affect- | the whole course of these proceedings, 
ing the proceedings of our opponents. | and I hope that at any rate the right hon. 
Gentleman will feel it would not be fair to 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | accuse the Government of withholding 
For the very obvious reason that I am | information which it was in their power 
a Member of the House of Commons, | to supply. Then another matter against 
and not a member of the Volksraad, or | which I must enter a caveat is the theory 
of any other foreign Parliament. of the right hon. Gentleman that because 
in my position as Colonial Secretary I am 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That | primarily responsible for the doings of the 
appears to me to be a very inadequate | Colonial Office and for the policy of this 
reason. I should have thought that | war, therefore I am bound to answer any 
although the right hon. Gentleman is | question he may address to me with re- 
not a member of the Volksraad--of | gard to military matters. Now that 
which, if he were, he would be a distin- | really is putting upon me a little more 
guished ornament—that he might have | than I am able to bear. I do not think 
felt some interest in the proceedings of | the House will accuse me of ever shrink- 
our fues, as described to us at the present |ing from any responsibility which can 
time ; that he might have been interested | properly be laid upon me. But when I 
to know what view the Government | am asked to deal with questions which, 








Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman. 
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after all, are purely within the compe- 
tence of the military authorities, which 
are carried out by them on their own 
discretion and in their view of the necessi- 
ties of the ease, then I imagine the right 





f that older time when the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies was also Secretary 
f State for War. I do not think that 
tate of things is very likely to recur. | 
vould say for myself that with the burden 
f reviewing, and concerning myself in 
the affairs of something like forty 
wolonies, my time is pretty fully occupied, 
and it is quite impossible for me to engage 
in the investigation, control, or criticism 
of the details of the administration of 
another department. 

The right hon. Gentleman seems to 
thnk that the Government ought 
to have interfered in some way in 
regard to several proceedings of the 
military authorities. In the first place, 
he suggested as a subject for interference 
the question of farm burning. The right 
hon. Gentleman knows perfectly well 
that, whether the general policy of farm- 
burning was right or wrong, it has been 
entirely abandoned as a general policy, 
and that for some months. [| do not 
mean to say that if to-morrow British 
soldiers were sniped from a farmhouse, 
that farmhouse would be left standing. 
[hope not. I mean to say that the policy, 
at any rate, of wholesale destruction of 
houses because of outrages which may 
have taken place within a certain radius. 
or because it is desirable to clear the 
country of our foes, has been abandoned. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman sug- 
gested that we should interfere with re- 
gard to the concentration camps. Why 
should we interfere? Does the right 
hon. Gentleman suggest by that question 
that he considers the policy of the con- 
centration camps to be a _ mistake ? 
Would he go back on that policy ? Will 
he kindly suggest any alternative ? 
When the country has been cleared, or, 
to use his own expression, devastated, 
does he suggest that in the circumstances, 
as described by himself, it would have 
ben humane or right to leave women 


what subsistence they could there? Sir, 
as regards the formation of those con- 


that it was a policy of humanity, — 
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hon. Gentleman must have been thinking | 


or children on the desert veldt to find | 


centration camps, I do not hesitate to say | 
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|that, although it is undoubtedly true, 
(as has been stated over and over again, 
there has been in some cases and in some 
periods a lamentable mortality in some 
of these camps, still, I do believe that that 
mortality would have been infinitely 
greater if we had not adopted the policy 
of which the right hon. Gentleman com- 
plains. The proof that this policy is a 
policy of humanity is to be found in the 
fact that thousands and thousands of 
the Boers themselves have come in 
voluntarily in order to be established in 
these camps. Let it not be thought that 
the Boers are unanimous in their desire 
to continue the war. There is not the 
slightest doubt that at the present 
moment the vast majority of the Boers 
are in favour of the termination of the 
war. Many of them have been kept in 
the field by various means, by pressure 
of different kinds, and have gladly sur- 
rendered in order that they might be 
taken into those camps and protected 
from the pressure of their fellow-citizens. 
It is only to-day I read in The Times 
a statement of a number of women and 
children whom the British authorities 
had been asked by a commandant in the 
field to receive from him, in order that 
they might have proper protection. | 
think our policy stands on its own merits ; 
and if I contrasted that policy with the 
policy of the Boers when they endea- 
voured to starve Ladysmith into sur- 
render, when they endeavoured to 
achieve that object by refusing to allow 
the women and children to go away, I 
think the contrast would be entirely in 
our favour. 


The right hon. Gentleman complained 
also of the military policy, which he 
calls the policy of devastation. Sir, 
of what does that policy consist? It 
consists in the removing from certain 
districts supplies which would otherwise 
remain for the sustenance of the enemy 
in the field. Has there been any war 
in which that has not been a natural and 
proper military operation? Does the 
right hon. Gentleman really suggest that 
it is our duty to leave flocks and corn and 
all the other necessaries of life garnered 
up in different places convenient to the 
| Boers, so that the commandos as they 
go from place to place might find suffi- 
cient sustenance for themselves? The 
idea seems to be perfectly ridiculous. 
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Although the policy is a military policy, 
I am perfectly prepared to take full 
responsibility for it. The right hon. 
Gentleman also wishes to know what 
Sir Gerdon Sprigg referred to when he 
spoke of communications with Lord 
Kitchener which would hasten the con- 
clusion of the war. I have received no 
despatch or telegram either from Lord 
Kitchener or from the Cape Government 
which throws any light upon that sub- 
ject, but I imagine it has to do with the 
present policy of the Government in 
regard to the invasion of Cape Colony, 
about which I will speak later on. The 
right hon. Gentleman asks me why our 
previous action has been unsuccessful. 
That is a question which I really must 
ask him to put to some one more versed 
in military strategy than I am. He 
referred to rumours he heard, or to 
letters he received, as to the devastation 
of Cape Colony. As far as I know, to the 
best of my knowledge and belief, there 
has been no devastation of Cape Colony. 
But, at all events, I would like to say, 
both in regard to that matter and in 
regard to the next question to which he 
referred—namely, the institution of mar- 
tial law in Cape Colony—that we have 
had no complaint whatever from the 
Cape Government. If anything has 
been going on there which is injurious 
to Cape Colony it is surely to be expected 
that the Government of the colony, a 
self-governing colony, would have been 
the first to complain. It is evident that, 
as they have not made a complaint, the 
measures taken are, in the opinion of the 
existing Government of Cape Colony, 
necessary to bring the war to a conclusion 
and to relieve the colony from the in- 
vasion to which it is now subjected. 
With regard to martial law, the right 
hon. Gentleman is mistaken. He says 
it was imposed by the Imperial Govern- 
ment. I can tell the right hon. Gentle- 
man that again and again, especially in 
the earlier stages of the war, the Imperial 
Government represented to the Cape 
Government that it was desirable in the 
ingerests of the colony that martial law 
should be applied to certain districts. 
The Colonial Government refused to 
assent and it was not applied. I am 
bound to say that subsequent events have 
shown in every case that the Imperial 
Government were right, and the Cape 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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Government were mistaken in opposing 
that proposal. Now, there is not a single 
district in Cape Colony under martial 
law in regard to which the assent of the 
Cape Government has not been formally 
obtained. The right hon. Gentleman 
asked me a question as to the conduct 
of the tribunals under martial law. Here. 
again, I admit I am going a little beyond 
my line, and possibly beyond my know. 
ledge, in the answer I will endeavour to 
give him. He asks whether persons 
have been convicted on the evidence of 
Kaffir witnesses. I do not know, but, 
on the other hand, | think it possible, 
and most certainly I am not going to say 
that if criminals have been convicted on 
that evidence that that evidence ought 
to have been entirely put aside. It is 
most strange—and | wish the Com- 
mittee to notice it—that in every case 
where we come to deal with the natives, 
when a complaint can be made 
against the Government that we are not 
treating the natives fairly, that we are 
not giving them opportunities to which 
they are as much entitled as the white 
population, the right hon. Gentleman 
and his friends are very well content to 
attack the Government and vote against 
them ; but now he proposes that the 
Kaffir should be treated as if he were 
absolutely unworthy of credence. If he 
is unworthy of credence, and if he is un- 
fitted to be heard as a witness, it is much 
too early to talk of giving him the fran- 
chise or the advantages which the right 
hon. Gentleman and his friends propose 
to give him. The right hon. Gentleman 
asked whether persons accused before 
these tribunals had the advantage of 
legal advice. I have inquired from my 
noble friend, and I am informed that to 
the best of his knowledge and belief they 
have always the benefit of legal advice 
when they desire it and when it is obtain- 
able. 

The right hon. Gentleman then 
came to the question—which I thought 
I had fully disposed of as far as it was 
possible for me to do so—the question 
of the alleged breach of the Constitution 
by the Cape Government. I think that 
is not a true description. There will bea 
breach of the Constitution if the Cape 
Parliament is not called together im 
October next, because the Constitution 
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distinctly declares it to be called together 
within twelve months. But up to the 
present time the Cape Government have 
expressed the hope that they will be able 
to call Parliament together in October. 
What is happening is that money is 
required and will be issued without any 
specific statute justifying that issue. In 
reply to my right hon. friend the Member 
for Montrose I read to the House the 
reasons given by the Cape Government 
for asking that authority should not be 
refused by the Imperial Government for 
the issue of warrants. I stated then 
that to my mind their claim was _per- 
fectly conclusive, that under the existing 
state of things in the colony it was abso- 
lutely impossible that Parliament should 
be called together, that in these circum- 
stances the public service must be pro- 
vided for, and that an exigency had arisen 
under which the technical requirements 
either of the Constitution or of any 
statute could not longer be held to be in 
force. It is upon the ground of public 
exigency that the Cape Government 
themselves put their position, and it is 
on that ground that we approved of the 
action they proposed to take. Let me 
sy that the Cape Government fully 
accept all responsibility for their action. 
They declare they will be perfectly ready 
when Parliament can be called together 
to meet Parliament and to seek an in- 
demnity from Parliament for the action 
they have been obliged to take during 
the time of war, and they believe there is 
no doubt that they will obtain it. Then, 
Sir, the last question of the right hon. 
Gentleman which I have noted is a 
question with regard to Lord Kitchener, 
whose opinions, I think, the right hon. 
Gentleman did not correctly state. I 
understood the right hon. Gentleman 
to say that Lord Kitchener had offered to 
the Boers an immediate Constitution | 
similar to that of Canada and Australia. 
Of course that is not the case. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
I did not mention Canada. I merely | 
said that he had shown a disposition to 
offer them such reasonable terms as | 
would be accepted by them. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: But I 
know they would not, and I will explain 
that later. For the moment all I want 
to say is this—that when I am asked 
whether Lord Kitchener is of the same 
opinion now as then, I have to say that 
the opinions he entertained then were 
that within a reasonable time a constitu- 
tional government such as is enjoyed by 
Canada and Australia might be given to 
the Boers. That is the hope of the 
Imperial Government, and | have no 
doubt it is still the opinion entertained 
by Lord Kitchener. But, Sir, in the 
speecle of the right hon. Gentleman I 
thought I detected a desire on his part 
not so much to ask for facts from the 
Government as to ask for anticipations. 
I think I caught the suggestion that he 
would like us once more to turn prophets. 
That is rather unkind of the right hon. 
Gentleman—— 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: You 


failed so many times. 


have 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Because 
during the whole of this session he and his 
friends have taunted us with having 
been false prophets. They have alleged 
against us that we have made positive 
statements which I think we never did 
make, and they have stated that all these 
statements have proved to be incorrect. 
I do not attach very much importance to 
this point, but I think it is incorrect to 
say, at all events my inquiries have failed 
to find any case where any member of the 
Government made any positive state- 
ment, either at the General Election or 


-at any other time, as to the conclusion 


of the war. I think so—I do not feel 
positive. What I think we said was that 
we hoped the war was coming to a termi- 
nation. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


| You said it was over. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: All I can 


'say is that hitherto my investigations 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : So did the have failed to find any statement so 


Imperial Government. 


Does the right | definite as that. I admit that we said we 


hon. Gentleman say that Lord Kitchener’s | hoped for an early or immediate con- 
terms would have been accepted ? | 


clusion of the war, and that we thought 
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the conclusion of the war, but these 
statements were based on the _ best 
authority we could possibly have for 
them. ‘hey were based on a statement 
of Lord Roberts to which reference has 
been made again and again, but which, 
however, is usually misquoted by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. The statement of 
Lord Roberts was that the war was 
practically over. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
tle got £100,000 for it.] Now every 
man is quite entitled to hold his own 
opinion as to that statement. In my 
opinion it was a correct statement. In 
my opinion Lord Roberts was justified in 
saying that the war was practically over, 
and in my opinion the war was over, as a 
war, when Lord Roberts came home. 
What is the present state of the case ? 
Since the surrender of Prinsloo, which 
took place, I think, in July, whereas 
Lord Roberts came home, | think, in 
December, there has been no military 
operation by the Boers on any con- 
siderable s:a'e whatever. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: How many 
British soldiers have been captured since 
then ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : There have | 


been no operations of any considerable 
scale since then, and in my opinion, for 
what it is worth, from that moment the 
war ceased to be a war in the ordinary 
sense of the word, and it became a guerilla 
war. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 10,000 men 
have been lost. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That was 
the second stage of this campaign, and 
now we are entering upon a third stage, 
which is neither ordinary war nor guerilla 
warfare as properly understood, but 
which is a stage of brigandage and 
outrage. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On which 


side are the brigands ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Now, Sir, 
these stages in the character of the war, 
which are perfectly well defined and well 
understood by every reasonable man, 
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we were within measurable distance of | have involved necessarily changes in our 
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policy. They involve, in the first place, 
a change in the policy of our military 
operations, and, secondly, a change in 
our attitude towards the belligerents who 
are still in the field. Now, Sir, what has 
been going on during the last five months! 
It will have been seen that there has been 
a monthly depletion of the forces of the 
/enemy in the field against us, amounting 
on an average to something like 2,000 
men a month. [An Hon. MEMBER : Two 
thousand a month ?] Yes, 2,000 a 
month—that is to say, adding together 
the killed, the wounded, the surrenders, 
and the prisoners of war, something like 
2,000 a month have been accounted for 
during the last five months. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : Are 
those all fighting men ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I thought 
the Boers were all fighting men. I have 
never heard of any Boer between the 
ages of fourteen or fifteen and sixty-five, 
or something of that sort, who was not 
bound by the old law to fight for his 
country. 


Mr. TENNANT : I mean, is it exclusive 


of women and children ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Certainly, 
absolutely exclusive of women and 
children. I have no object in increasing 
the number. I say not merely may we 
reckon with absolute certainty that at 
least this number has been taken from 

the fighting force of the Boers, but I 
| believe it would be considerably increased 
‘if we knew how many killed and 
' wounded have been taken away by 


the Boers themselves. We are I” 
formed by Lord Kitchener, who 
‘has always been most careful in 


these matters, that he has not allowed 


a single man to be counted for whom the 
| British authorities could not speak with 
personal knowledge. They only counted 
those dead whom they have seen and 


| those wounded they have brought away. 
lrmy- . . . . q 
This depletion which is now going on 


not likely, perhaps, to take place in the 
same proportion. With a lesser number 
of men in the field the number who can 
be picked up by our forces is likely to be 
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less. But this depletion is going on, and | to fight, it may be, 10,000, or it may be 


the Committee will be able to calculate | 


for themselves how long that kind of | 
thing can possibly continue. But if the | 
Committee wish to know what effect has | 
already been produced, I would refer 
them to those very interesting letters 
written in May last—that is to say, more 
than two months ago, which contain the 
correspondence between Mr. Reitz and 
Mr. Steyn. In that correspondence, as 
the Committee are aware, Mr. Reitz 
described the condition of the Boers in 
really almost desperate terms. He said— 
“The supply of ammunition is so nearly 
exhausted that we shall be unable to engage 
the enemy inany big fight; we shall be 
brought to a state of hopeless flight, unable to 
protect our stock, and in the immediate future 
we shall be unable to feed our commandos.” 


Let me say that they would have had no 
difficulty if the policy of the right hon. 
Gentleman had been adopted. He says— 


“On account of the above the Government 
is becoming weaker, losing support, and 
becoming disorganised. Not only our nation 
will be destroyed, but it will also be considered 
that the leaders have erred, and all hope of the 
continuation of national sentiments will be 
lost.” 


And accordingly, on these grounds, he 
endeavoured to obtain the consent of 
Mr. Steyn to an appeal to Mr. Kruger to 
agree to peace terms. 


An Hon. Memper : Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say how many Boers are still 
on commando ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir, I 
cannot. I could give my guess, but I do 
not think it would be at all worth while 
to trouble the Committee with that. 
It would be perfectly easy for the hon. 
Member himself, if he pleases, to make | 
a calculation. He would know from 
the papers how many able-bodied 
burghers there were at the outset of the | 
war; he would know how many have | 
been accounted for since the war began, 
and that would give him a pretty good | 
idea of how many remain on commando. 
There is no doubt that the number still | 
in the field is a small number, compara: | | 
tively. We are taunted by the hon. | 
Members on the Irish benches with | 
finding it necessary to maintain a force | | 
of something like 250,000 men in order | 





15,000, burghers. In the first place, 
I may say that the number of men 
employed of course includes a great 
number of non-fighters. Does the hon. 
Member think it “something for a sneer 
that there are doctors in the field—that 
there are transport officers and com- 
missariat officers? It shows the spirit 
in which the enemies of England regard 
the whole of our proceedings, and it is 
from that point of view that I treat, all 
the observations that are made from 
those benches. As I say, the total 
number of fighting soldiers in the field is, 
of course, very much less than the total 
number that appears upon the books, 
and of that number an enormous ma- 
jority are not employed in fighting— 
they are employed in police duty, in pro- 
tecting a country which is as large, as 
we have often been told, as France and 
Germany together. Of course, where 
you have to deal with this enormous 
area, and when you are trying to protect 
this enormous area against the incursion 
of even the smallest body of the enemy, 
it is perfectly clear that a very large 
number of men must be employed 

protecting the communications, in pro- 
tecting the railways, and in protecting 
the district generally. And, Sir, | 
believe that of late, at any rate, there 


| have been very few cases in which even 


a skirmish has taken place in which the 
number of British soldiers engaged has 
been largely in excess---in many cases it 
has been less—of the number of the 
Boer commando, and that arises from 
the fact that nobody can tell at what 
point these men will spring up. | 
remember, many years ago, when | was 
in Greece, I was told that the Greeks 
were employing, I think it was 20,000 
men to catch twenty brigands. It is the 
same thing here, except that for twenty 


| brigands you have rather more than that 


number. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : They are noi 


brigands. It is infamous. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
wonder that the hon. Member sympa 
( thises with them. 

Mr. FLYNN: 


I am not ashamed 


of it. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It reminds 


him of the methods of the Land League. 
Well, Sir, the new policy which Lord 
Kitchener has adopted has been to cover 
the weak points with blockhouses. He 
has established these blockhouses along 
the principal lines of communication 
and shut off the Boers in the field from 
the districts which he desires to protect. 
I do not know how many of these block- 
houses have been established, but | 
believe they count by thousands, and 
up to the present time I believe I am 
right in saying that not a single one of 
them, although they are only garrisoned 
by a few men, has been successfully 
attacked. By this means Lord Kitchener 
endeavours to establish very large pro- 
tected districts in which it may be possible 
to re-establish peeceful industry. It will 
have been noticed, I think, that during 
the last month or two there have been 
very few successful attacks upon any of 
the railways. There was one case—I 
myself should describe it as brutal—- 
in which a train was derailed and a num- 
ber of men were killed, but the cases in 
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which that has happened have been | 


comparatively few, and they are be- 
coming fewer. Well, Sir, this policy has 
succeeded, and it has succeeded hitherto 
so well that the Government, with the 
full approval of the Commander-in- 
Chief and of Lord Kitchener, believe that 
it will be possible to bring home a very 
considerable number of troops at the end 
of the winter campaign. The winter 
campaign may be said to be closed cer- 
tainly by the end of September. In 
making that anticipation I guard myself 
by saying that if the circumstances 
change of course the policy of the Govern- 
ment—{AN Hon. MemBer: One more 
prophecy |--will be dictated by the 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 1116 


will not return until both he and the 
Government consider that it is perfectly 
safe for him to do so. It follows from 
this policy that when we have established 
these protected districts we must deal 
more severely even than we have hitherto 
done with incursions into them. There 
is no difference of opinion, I imagine, 
in regard to what may be termed proper 
belligerent operations. When a force 
attacks us which is under organised con- 
trol and proper military command, 
and consists of a considerable number of 
men, there is no doubt whatever that 
they are entitled to the privileges of 
belligerents. But if there are to be a 
series of petty assaults, shooting from 
behind hedges at individual soldiers— 
[Nationalist cries of “‘ Oh!” +}-and some- 
times, as has already happened, at women. 
| [Nationalist cries of ““ Shame,” “ Tell the 
| truth,” and ‘‘ Rubbish! ’’] Well, I happen 
| to have seen some of the ladies who have 
| been so assaulted—[Renewed interrup- 
| tions}~and therefore I have a right to 


| make the statement. 





Mr. DILLON: Do not publish lying 


| statements. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The object 
| this Government has in view is one of 
|the greatest importance. It must be 
| evident to the Committee that we cannot 
| really begin that work of conciliation 
to which the right hon. Gentleman 
|invites us until we have to a certain 
extent re-established the industry of the 
,country. The administration of the 
|country depends upon it, the revenue of 
| the country depends uponit, andthefuture 
| prosperity of the country depends upon 
| it. The right hon. Gentleman speaks of 
| the possibility of famine. Of course it 


necessities of the case. But so far as! will be the duty of the Government to 
we can see at present, so far as our} make provision against any contingency 





military advisers can see, it will} of that kind, but it is perfectly clear 
be possible to make a very con-| there would be no chance whatever of a 
siderable reduction in the number! famine if we were able once more to set 


7 . : T 7 ‘ ia | 
of troops. The right hon. Gentleman | the Boers themselves—those who have 


expressed a hope that Lord Kitchener | syrrendered—to cultivate their farms 
himself would not return to this country. | and to produce the necessaries of life. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | But they cannot do that as long as they 
Would net leave. themselves are liable to be attacked 
by these small bands, or by individuals 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Would not | who may creep past the blockhouses 
return to this country. He may be} and take revenge upon them for having 





perfectly confident that Lord Kitchener lemaeaoene to British authority. The 
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he has expressed it as his own feeling 
--that what is to happen after the war 
is even more important than what is 
happening during the war. 
doubt as to the result of the war, but he 
has always taken a pessimistic view of 
what is to happen after the war. 
not doubt that a certain number of our 
late enemies are, and probably will be 
so long as they live, irreconcilable. 





But no greater mistake 
could be made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man or those who are interested in this 
subject than to suppose that that is the | 
feeling of the whole of the Boer people. 
There is at the present time, as we know 
perfectly well from the reports which 
come to us from the prisoners of war in 
their different stations, and from the 
Boers themselves, a very large number 
of those who have fought against us who 
accept the fact that they have been beaten | 
in the field, who think that they have 
done enough for honour, and who only 
wish now to have the opportunity of 
settling down peaceably. 
these constitute at the present time the 
great majority of the population of the 
It is to that part of 
the population that we must appeal, and 
we cannot appeal to them so long as we | 
show ourselves incapable or unwilling to | 
protect them . when they throw them- 
selves upon our protection. 

The right hon. Gentleman referred | 
again to the question of the negotiations. 
He did not go so far as some of his sup- 
porters have gone in charging the 
Government with having lost an almost 
certain opportunity of making peace on 
reasonable terms by making alterations | 
in Lord Kitchener’s suggested proposals. 
Those alterations consisted principally 
of an endeavour to make clear and defi- | 
nite the terms which were offered. The | 
majority of the alterations were, I might 
The object was to pre- | 
vent any possible misapprehension which 
would ultimately justify a charge of 
breach of faith ; and no doubt there were | 
two or three alterations of importance. | 
Let me remind the Committee what they | 
were, and then ask whether anyone who 
takes a British and patriotic view of this 


two late Republics. 


also say, verbal. 
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right hon. Gentleman says very truly | was that Lord Kitchener, not being a 


politician, had put in very vague terms 
the question of a future constitution. 
We put definitely into words that could 
not be misunderstood the constitution 
we were prepared to offer. That consti- 
tution has been constantly declared here, 
and I think was stated by me in December 


We pointed out that, while in 


the first instance the Government of the 
two colonies must be a nominated and 
official Government, we should add to 
|that Government elected members as 
soon as it became safe to do so, with the 
expectation that ultimately we should 
be able to concede the same self-govern- 
/ment that was conceded to a self-govern- 
|ing colony. That is the policy stated by 
the Government in good faith again and 
|again, and the policy which, I believe, 
Lord Kitchener intended to put forward ; 
but his words were not sufficiently clear, 
and therefore we made it safe. If the 
right hon. Gentleman, as the Leader of 
the Opposition, objects to those terms, I 
think it is his duty to bring the matter 
to an issue. We have given him the 
opportunity again and again ; and if he 
does not approve of these terms, it is time 
that we should know what position he 
takes up. The second question—and, as 
appeared from the subsequent corre- 
spondence, it was an important one— 
was that Lord Kitchener proposed with 
the greatest liberality to be answerable 
for the debts incurred by the late Trans- 


yovernment to the extent of 


£1,000,000. We, while agreeing to the 
_amount, defined the objects to which the 
money was to be placed. [| call that an 
important item, because it will be ob- 
served that in the correspondence which 
has since been published that General 
Botha speaks of that as being one of the 
principal objections which he takes to the 
|terms offered by Lord Kitchener. I do 
not know whether hon. Gentlemen from 
Ireland, who are always complaining of 
the taxation put upon them in connection 
with this war, would be prepared to vote, 
instead of £1,000,000, the £5,000,000 or 
the £10,000,000 which would have satis- 
fied General Botha. The third im- 
portant point was that Lord Kitchener 
spoke of a general amnesty, and that we 
made a distinction between burghers 
| fighting fairly in the field and rebels in 


situation can object to them. The first | the Cape Colony. To that distinction we 
VOL. XCVIII. 
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adhere. We have behind us the full sup- 
port of the self-governing colonies of 
Natal and the Cape, and the greatest in- 
dignation would be caused in those 
colonies if we were to propose to them 
any variation in that respect. The com- 
plaint which is made, and I think justly 
made, is that when the Cape Colony de- 
cided to deal with this question of rebels 
by special legislation they proposed terms 
so lenient that they were almost ridicu- 
lous. The right hon. Gentleman asks 
me why it is that the state of things in 
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Cape Colony has changed since the be- | 


ginning of the year. If I give him the 
answer which I believe to be the true one 
I should say that they have found that 


formance ; and that when, having been 
taken prisoners and set free on their 
parole, they have broken their parole 
and entered into rebellion again and 
again, with the certainty that they were 
only liable to be deprived of the franchise, 
which many of them never had, for five 
years. I do not hesitate to say that that 
was a policy of mistaken leniency. But 
it is a policy of the past, because the period | 
of that enactment has expired. It is 
right to teach the rebels of Cape Colony, | 
who have no cause whatever of dissatis- | 
faction with the British Government, to | 
whom for years has been given this very | 
self-government which the right hon. 
Gentleman professes to be a panacea 
against discontent—it is right to teach 
them that it is monstrous for them to 
rebel against such a Government, and 
then expect to be treated as ordinary | 
belligerents. 

The alleged cause of the failure of 
these negotiations was perfectly absurd. 
It is contradicted by all the facts to say 
that it lay in any more or less important 
alteration of the terms made by His 
Majesty’s Government. I do not think | 
the alterations were of very great | 
importance ; but, whatever they were, | 
they were not the cause of the refusal 
of General Botha to accept the terms. 
That is evident from the correspondence 
which we have placed before the House. 
What does General Botha say ? “I told 
Lord Kitchener ’’—this is a view of the | 
conversation, by the way, which is not | 
accepted by Lord Kitchener, but, at 
all events, it is General Botha’s own | 
account, and is evidence against him— | 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


‘of His Majesty’s Government. 
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|‘“‘that we were fighting for our inde- 
| pendence.” ‘‘I told him that the cause 
of this war.” [Nationalist cries of “ The 
| Raid”; and “ You and Rhodes.”] Yes: 
-but General Botha does not say go, 
He does not say it was any of these things 
to which it is attributed by persons 
| who have not studied the facts. General 
Botha says it was to be found in the 
fact that after the Transvaal had been 
annexed in 1877, and after Mr. Glad- 
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|stone gave back their independence in 
/1881, Mr. Gladstone imposed conditions 


which left the Transvaal unsatisfied 
and discontented. If General Botha 
is to be taken as an authority, it is true 
that you could have had peace, but only 


e e | . . . e 
rebellion was a cheap and amusing per- | by giving independence—and an indepen- 


dence which was not contemplated 
by Mr. Gladstone himself. In the face 
of that evidence it is absurd to say that 
the causes of failure are to be found 
in the slight variations of language 


‘suggested by His Majesty’s Government. 
It is not General Botha alone who makes 
this statement. 
precisely the same thing—‘ We shall 


General De Wet says 


fight for our independence.” 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And he 


will. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Quite so; 


| but hon. Members do not see the force 


of this argument. It is perfectly true 


that General De Wet has:said that he 


will fight for his independence ; and 
Mr. Schalk Burger, who took the place 
of Mr. Kruger when he fled to Europe. 


| [Nationalist cries of “Oh”; “Shame”; 


and “So did Roberts.”] Both Mr. 
Schalk Burger and Mr. Steyn in the last 
document which appears in the public 


| papers declare again that they are fight- 


ing for their independence alone. As long 
as that is the view of the men in the 
field against us there can be no terms. 
It is absolute nonsense to tell us, as 
the right hon. Gentleman does, to make 
peace or to offer this or that constitu- 
tion. None of those terms—you have 
these men’s word for it—will be accepted 
by those men who are still in the field 
against us. With them it must be war 
to a finish. And that is the policy 
These 
negotiations failed. They were bound 
to fail. How was it possible, with these 
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men determined to fight to the end for} charges of breach of faith. I have 
their independence, that any terms | stated fully, and as fairly as I can, what 
would be acceptable to them? I heard} the situation is. I have pointed out 
the hon. Member for East Mayo say ‘the enormous advantage to the Trans- 
lately that they were the meanest terms | vaal, as well as to this country, of a 
ever offered to a belligerent. That is | resumption of peaceful industry. I have 
his opinion. But it is not the opinion | pointed out that, in our opinion, that 
even of authorities hostile to this country. | resumption is only delayed by the action, 
It is not the opinion of civilised Europe. | not of large forces of belligerents, but of 
We have not had occasion to look for | very small bands, sometimes containing 
much friendly feeling from some foreign two or three individuals, who commit 
nations who have discussed this war. | isolated outrages. In those circum- 
| stances the Government will be justified 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: You do not | in bringing additional pressure on those 
deserve any. still in the field to bring about the peace 
which we all desire. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : But with- 
out exception every influential paper on 
the Continent has declared that these 
terms were generous terms, and they| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
have been surprised at the liberality of | also to consider the position of affairs 
the offer we have made. Again and/in the Cape Colony. I agree that it is 
again they have said that Mr. Kruger’s | most unsatisfactory. It is true that in 
conduct and that of those who advised | the districts in which these roving 
him amounted almost to a crime in| bands of ruffians—as Lord Milner called 
allowing his country to continue at war | them—-these bands, it is true, are operating 
when he might make peace on such /in a country which it would be difficult 
favourable terms. I for one am perfectly | to devastate, because it is almost a 
prepared to defend the policy, which has | desert already (Nationalist cries of 
been much criticised in some quarters, ‘Thanks to you!”’), because it is a natural 
of entering upon these negotiations. | desert. They are operating where there 
When General Botha approached Lord is only a small population, isolated 
Kitchener, I do not see how his over- | farmhouses, small villages, and, accord- 
tires could have been rejected. We were ingly, although their operations cover 
bound to make the offer which we did|a very large extent of country, the 
make, and to offer the most liberal terms | material damage they do is really not 
which it was possible to give. But, look-| very great. In Cape Colony especially 
ing back on the past, and knowing —and we are not entirely without the 
what we know now, can anyone doubt same complaint in other districts— 
that those negotiations have tended | we have to recognise that the war is a 
to delay a settlement ? The offer we | war of absolute ruffianism. What has 
then made has been withdrawn. What | been the conduct of the leaders of the 
we may do when we have defeated the Boers and of the rebels in Cape Colony ? 
Boers in the field, and when they have all | Does the House recollect the facts which 
recognised what the majority of them | have been laid before it ? It is a most 
have already recognised, is another | singular thing that no accusation, how- 
thing. I am perfectly certain that the | ever incredible, is ever brought against 
feeling of the country—let alone that of |a British officer or a British soldier 
the Government—will not be vindictive ;| but what the whole pack come down 
and it will support usin offering generous |to hunt him, and yet these acts are 
terms. But I hope it will not be cast | committed in Cape Colony, and not one 
upon us to make those terms conditions word of protest has been uttered from 
of peace, because any negotiation of this | the benches opposite. On the contrary, 
kind leads to misapprehension and is| when I mentioned them just now there 
mistaken for weakness. And hereafter,| were cheers of sympathy. We have 
if these conditions are laid down, they | had to deal with cases in which there 
are.sure to be the subject of discussion, | has been the deliberate murder of our 
discontent, and dissatisfaction, and of | wounded, on the field; we have had 
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to deal with that abominable case in | clearly understood that it is not because 
which a loyal Kaffir, a man of education | we have any doubt about the morality of 
named Esau, was first half flogged and | employing them, but we are convinced 
prodded to death, and then shot after he | that in the circumstances it would be bad 
had been tortured. We have had to deal | policy. I say that because I do not wish 
with the spirit of petty vengeance, which it to be understood that we are creating 
has led these men in Cape Colony to | a precedent which would affect us in some 
flog and sjambok Mr. Botha, a relative other war. We should not hesitate to 
of General Botha, and a member of the employ our splendid Indian troops ; we 
Legislative Assembly of Cape Colony, | should not hesitate to employ those mag- 
which has led them to burn down the nificent soldiers who fought recently in 
farm of a most respectable Dutch farmer. Ashanti, providing that they fought in 
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(Nationalist cries of ‘“‘ Oh!’’) 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What about 
De Wet’s farm ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Mr. Botha 
was elected by a Dutch constituency to 
sit in the Legislative Assembly of Cape 
Town. They have not only done that, 
but now we hear that Kruitzinger has 
actually had the insolence to send to a 
British general—I am curious to see 
whether hon. Members opposite will 
cheer this—a declaration of his deter- 
mination to shoot every Kaffir, whether 
armed or unarmed. One of the hon. 


' accordance with the civilised usages of 
| warfare—that is to say, were properly 
| controlled by British officers. We should 
| be perfectly justified in employing them 


| in any war. 


| Mr. DILLON: In Europe? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Certainly, 
'in Europe or elsewhere. 
| Mr. DILLON: It is scandalous, a most 
disgraceful thing ! 


| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : We dare you 
to do it. 


Members on those benches asked a/| 


question to-day as to whether the scouts | 


employed by the British were armed. 
I say it is irrelevant, because Kruitzinger 
said whether armed or unarmed he will 
shoot them. 


Mr. DILLON: You are using armed 
Kaffirs all over the country. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Before deal- 
ing further with this declaration of policy 
I want to say a word or two about the 
arming of natives. There seems to be an 
opinion—I do not know whether it exists 
on the other side—that we have come to 
some sort of agreement with the Boers 
that natives are not to be employed in the 
war. [An Hon. Member: Certainly. ] 
There is no such agreement. The Boers 
are under no obligation or agreement of 
the kind to us. We are under no obliga- 
tion or agreement of the kind to them. 
The reason we have not employed natives 
is not because we do not think they would 
make valiant soldiers, and might fairly be 
placed in the field against even civilised 
nations, but because, in the peculiar cir- 
cumstances of South Africa, we believe 
it would be bad policy. I wanted to be 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Through- 
| out this war we have given instructions 
| that natives should not be employed as 
belligerents. We have undoubtedly made 
a great and immediate sacrifice in doing 
that. We might have had, if we had 
lifted one little finger, 20,000 Basuto 
horsemen on the flanks of the Boers, and 
we might have had a large force of Swazis 
and Kaffirs in Cape Colony and elsewhere. 
But we have deliberately foregone any 
immediate advantage that that would 
have given us, because we believe that in 
| the permanent welfare of South Africa 
it would be bad policy to pursue. We 
have so far succeeded that we have pre- 
vented the natives, who would have 
assisted us, from taking any part in the 
war. Our instructions have been defi- 
nite to the military authorities that they 
are not to be employed as armed soldiers. 
It is said that we have armed them. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Hear, hear. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: We have 
allowed them to arm, and have armed 
them, on occasions when they were on 
their own territory, on the distinct under- 
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standing, which I believe to have been ; tainly more hopeful than it has been for 
faithfully carried out, that they would|a long time. As regards the situation 
never use those arms except to defend | after the war, after having had the ad- 
themselves if attacked in their own | vantage of those consultations with Lord 


country. I do not suppose that it will 
be suggested that we ought to have said 
to the Basutos if the Boers crossed the 
border and began to attack them and 
burned their farms that they were not to 
take proper means to defend themselves. 
But as offensive belligerents, the Kaffirs, 
as far as I know, have not been employed. 
On the other hand, again and again we 
have taken Kaffirs and found dead Kaffirs 
in the Boer ranks with arms in their 
hands or beside them. It has been sug- 
gested that in those cases they were not 
using the arms themselves, but were 
carrying them for their masters. Be 
that as it may, we have not had any proof 
that they were actually in arms against 
us, but they have been used generally by 
the Boers for every ancillary purpose. 
They have built trenches, carried their 
arms, held their ponies, and have done 
their scouting, and we consider we are 
entitled to use them for precisely the same 
purposes. In our case we have used them 
chiefly as scouts, for which their know- 
ledge of the country makes them spe- 
cially valuable. But that does not jus- 
tity Kruitzinger in saying he would shoot 
every one of them, armed or unarmed. 
So strongly do the Government feel on 
this subject that we telegraphed last night 
to Lord Kitchener telling him that acts 
such as those threatened by Kruitzinger, 





| 


| 


Milner to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man referred, I found him in agreement 
with me in believing that the ravages of 
war in a country like the Transvaal will 
be rapidly repaired, and if our Govern- 
ment is reasonable, moderate, and, above 
all, a just Government, there will not 
remain those seeds of irreconcileable racial 
hatred which we should all deplore and 
which would indefinitely postpone the 
prosperity of the country. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said he understood that on Tuesday 
a portion of the time of the House would 
be devoted to the discussion of the future 
administration of the two new colonies 
in South Africa, but it would not be 
relevant on that discussion to refer in 
any way to the conduct of affairs in the 
past. His own position in regard to South 
Africa had always been a very simple one. 
From the time the war broke out he was 
of opinion it could only be terminated by 
the incorporation of the two Dutch 
territories in the British Empire, and his 
remarks must be qualified by that ante- 
cedent condition. Whilst part of the 
speech of the Colonial Secretary was 
exceedingly moderate in tone, there were 
passages in it which betrayed consider- 
able feeling, and the speech was far more 
pronounced than the sentiments the 


and those alleged to have been committed | right hon. Gentleman desired to convey. 
when one of the Yeomen and two Cape |The right hon. Gentleman, in the con- 


boys were shot while wounded and mur- 
dered on the ground were quite con- 
trary to the usages of civilised warfare, 
and all persons found guilty of having 
committed either of these acts or of 
having authorised them, shall be brought 
to trial by court-martial, and if convicted 
should suffer the penalty of death. We 
have further instructed Lord Kitchener 
to tell General French that he may 
communicate this decision of the Govern- 
ment to Kruitzinger. I think I have 
gone through all the points, and some 
more, raised by hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. I would say in conclusion, without 
committing myself to prophecy which I 
may have cause to regret, that I do not 
think the military situation at the pre- 


sent time is unsatisfactory, and it is cer- 











clusion of his remarks, had a great deal 
to say as to the conduct of Europeans 
and Boers in the field, and the employ- 
ment of natives on both sides. Every- 
body would admit that natives had been 
extensively employed by both belligerents, 
and, therefore, whatever complaint the 
Government had of the Boers inhumanly 


shooting natives could only be slight. 
/But the right hon. Gentleman had 
| touched upon the alleged brutality of the 


Boers on natives whom they caught, 
armed or unarmed. He himself saw no 
distinction between shooting a native or 
a white man —in both cases they took the 
life of a human being, and it only re- 
mained, in his view, to prove that the 
Boers had slain in cold blood and in a 
brutal manner natives in arms against 
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them, and that there had been cases in 


which not only hardships but loss of 
life had been inflicted on natives by Boers 
in operation on the field, and for those 
guilty of this inhumanity he could 


find no palliation. He understood that 
Kruitzinger, one of the commanders in 


the field, had said that he would shoot | 


all natives found employed as scouts 
against him. If that were the case, then 
before any such stringent order as 
that suggested was made public, the case 
of having so shot an unarmed native 
should be established against Kruitzinger, 
or any other leader, because the proclama- 
tion of the Colonial Secretary was not 
retrogressive ; it referred not to what 
had been done in the past, but was in 
retaliation of any atrocity which might 
be committed in the future.- It must be 
remembered that the death penalty upon 


{COMMONS} 
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public affairs. Then with regard to the 
military operations, though they were 
not technically under the control of the 
Colonial Secretary, no large plan of cam- 
| paign could be entered into in South 
| Africa without consultation with the 
right hon. Gentleman. Of many of the 
results of the campaign the House had 
| been deliberately kept in ignorance. He 
|did not think, taking these facts into 
| consideration, that the right hon. Gentle- 
| man was entitled to say that never hada 
| Government supplied its electors and the 
House of representatives to which it was 
responsible with such full and complete 
information as this Government had. 
Ths right hon. Gentleman had said the 
| military situation was not unsatisfactory. 
| He would like some information with 
| regard to that statement, because there 


; ; 
| was not a man who was in receipt of 
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any Boer for shooting a black would | private letters from the front whose 
cause retaliation on the part of the Boers | correspondents did not describe the situa- 
upon any officers or white men they | tion, if not as hopeless, in terms leading 


captured. The fact could not be put 
aside that there had been considerable 
captures of white men and officers by the 
Boers during the last few months, and 
while it might be true that we had 
accounted for 2,000 men a month for the 
last five months, it was also true that 
300 or 400 of our men had been captured 
by the Boers, and, therefore, before the 
Secretary of State issued this proclama- 
tion the country ought to know that it 
would practically sign the death warrant 
of every future captive of the Boers. 
The Government should consider what 
would be the effect of that proclamation 
upon any unfortunates who fell into the 
hands ot the Boers. 

The Colonial Secretary had laid great 
stress on the fact that the Government 
Departments concerned with South 
Africa had furnished to the House of 
Commons every information which had 
been sent home from South Africa in 
connection with the war. The memory 
of the right hon. Gentleman must have 
been at fault. The particular despatch 
from Lord Kitchener to the Secretary otf 
State in connection with the otter ot 
terms to General Botha had not been 
furnished. If such a despatch had been 


sent home, and he could not conceive it 
had not, then he was entitled to charge 
the right hon. Gentleman with a forget- 
fulness which he did not often betray in 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


'to considerable doubt as to whether 
any progress had been made in the last 
six months. But, however that might 
| be, the situation might be made much 
| clearer by the publication of much more 
| recent despatches than those which had 
| been published. The withholding of the 
|more recent despatches could not have 
taken place except with the sanction of 
| the Colonial Secretary. If it was not so, 
| he would be glad to have a denial of the 
fact, but it was difficult to believe that 
the Colonial Secretary was not con- 
'sulted as to the publication of the de- 
| spatches relating to the military opera- 
‘tions. The right hon. Gentleman also 
| said he had abandoned the policy which 
hitherto he had pursued, and was now 
only prepared to make terms with the 
enemy on such conditions as might be 
entirely favourable to himself, with 
regard to which he would consult neither 
their convenience nor necessity. In 
other words, the right hon. Gentleman 





took up the position of unconditional 
surrender. He was unable to say 
whether unconditional surrender was 
absolutely necessary, but if it was not— 
if it could be avoided, it ought to be 
avoided, even at some temporary incon- 
venience to this country. He thought 
that terms might be arranged by giving 
some small concessions, which could not 
hurt this nation, in ten or twelve years, 
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There were two other questions with 
regard to South Africa which which had 
not been discussed in the debates this 
session. There were in South Africa the 
seattered remnants of a great native 


race; they were in three independent | 


countries, or concentrated communities, 
yne in the south and two in the north 
of the Orange River Colony. 
to the nation of the Basutos, the com- 
munity of the Swazis, and the remnant 


of the Zulus, who inhabited a portion of | 


Natal. Zululand had been incorporated 
in the Colony of Natal, and one of the 
cases under question requiring solution 
would be the disposal of this territory 
granted in 1884 to a party of independent 
Boers by the Zulus, which was turned 
into a small Republic and subsequently 
incorporated in the Dominion of the 
Transvaal. The question would arise 
whether that territory should continue 
to be incorporated in the Transvaal or 


whether it should not go back to the race | 
which originally possessed it, and either | 


restored to the Zulu nation or made an 
integral part of the Colony of Natal. 
The second branch of the Zulus was the 
Swazis. Under the arrangement made 
with the Boers, a position was taken up 
by England which made it possible for 
that nation to be taken up either as a 
colony or dependency of the British 
Empire. Swaziland in 1887, after a 
series of different bargains on the part 
of the individual Boer adventurers who 
obtained from the Swazi king and nation 
a number of monopolies which made 
government absolutely impossible for 
any other race, was ceded to the Trans- 
had accepted a sort of suzerainty over 
vaal. Since that time the Boers had 
gradually spread their tentacles in 
every direction and obtained a com- 
plete mastery over the whole country. 


But it was never an integral part of | 


the Transvaal, and the question must 
arise as to what would be the future of 
that country; and in any negotiations 
that took place it would have to be con- 
sidered that the Swazis were sufficiently 
well armed to be a sharp thorn in the 


side of any Government who sought 


to dispose of their land without their 
consent. 

Then there was the most important 
part of the native question in South Africa 
—what was to become of the Basutos. 
We owed a great debt of gratitude 
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He referred | 
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{to the Basutos, and to the officers 
| whoj had kept them in order during 
‘the present struggle. The Basutos 
/could put a force of 40,000 men into 
the field, a well-armed force which had 
never been defeated, and the proposed 
disarmament of that country was 
bound to be resisted. The Basutos had 
been employed as scouts, and it was not 
going too far to say that no reliable 
information was given to Natal which 
was not given by Basuto scouts. Any 
solution which was arrived at with regard 
to the Basuto nation was not only 
difficult and dangerous, but would have 
to be arrived at in a manner likely to be 
agreeable to the Basuto nation. If the 
Boers were disarmed they would have 
upon their flank a native race capable, 
independent, and well armed, who 
would be liable to enter the territory 
and disperse the white people without 
arms. If the Government entertained 
the plan of disarming the Basutos, they 
would be entering into an enterprise 
'which would cost a great deal of money 
_and a great number of men, which in his 
opinion would be hardly worth the candle, 
and which would be second only in 
difficulty to the great enterprise which 
was not yet concluded. No solution of 
the black labour question could be arrived 
at without including in the settlement 
the labour supplied by the Basutos, who 
were the most intelligent of the native 
races. 

He desired to draw attention to the 
fact that the Vote under discussion 
included not only money expended’ in 
South Africa, but also that expended in 
other portions of the world in colonies rich 
‘and well populated, and important from 
their position to the British Empire. Not 


Service Estimates. 


i the least of those was the island of Malta, 


and with regard to that dependency a 
question of very serious importance had 
arisen. The people of Malta had had 
a great alteration made in their language. 
The Maltese language, which was in- 


digenous, had been taken away 
from them. Hitherto when British 
subjects were being tried in the 
Maltese courts the documents were 


} 


written in Italian, the bar and the judge 
| spoke Italian, and the evidence was 
a in Italian; that right had 
been very properly abrogated, but with 
|that abrogation the right hon. Gentle- 
|man had gone another step in sub- 
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stituting the English language for 
the Italian language and the Maltese 
language, which was absolutely domes- 
tic. Information had only _ been 
rendered at the last moment, so that 
it was absolutely impossible to discuss 
this question. The question arose as 
far back as 1898, and for three years no 
information had been acquired by the 
Colonial Office, and now at the end of the 
session, at a time when it was impossible 
to master the facts and raise a discussion 
upon them, a Blue-book was brought 
into the House, and they were asked to 
settle by vote, because he intended to 
take the matter to the vote, whether the 
action of the Colonial Secretary in this 
matter was right or otherwise. The 
merits of the question he did not pretend 
to lay before the House, but as a protest 
against withholding information on these 
matters he intended to take a division. 
He drew attention to the fact that a 
great number of the Reports presented 
to the House were six months late, 
and that the House was continually 
having Reports eighteen months old. 
Therefore, as a protest against withhold- 
ing this information, he begged to move 
the reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Supply—Cirvil 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Secretary of State.’—(Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse.) 


*Mr. STROYAN (Perthshire, W.) said 
he desired to waste no time by referring 
to the origin of the Boer war; it was 
sufficient to say that in South Africa 
they would find few men of British blood 
from Cape Town to the Zambe i who were 
not thoroughly satisfied that this war 
was both inevitable and just. If the war 
had not been fought now it would have 
been forced upon us at no distant date, 
when we might possibly have been less 
prepared and our hands less free than at 
the present time. That was the view 
of the South African colonists. The 
other great colonies had shown by their 
action that they held similar views; no 
one would be bold enough to say that 
these great self-governing colonies would 
have given their bravest and best to 
fight and to die in a cause that they did 
not consider just. They joined hands 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


{COMMONS} 
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across every sea to fight for the Empire 
at the Cape, and the people of Great 
Pritain had been equally emphatic. 
If any man doubted that, let any 
responsible politician propose to hand 
back to these Boer Republics their 
independence, and he would very soon 
find out with what view the British 
public not only regarded the policy but 
the man who proposed it. With regard 
to the conduct of the war, the old story 
of barbarity had ceased to-day; it was 
only a few nights ago that a late burgher 
of the Orange Free State, a late civil ser- 
vant of the Government there, now a 
| prisoner on parole in this country, had 
iealled upon him, and in the course of 
| conversation had told him that he knew 
|of no instance where the British troops 
| had not conducted themselves in a fit 
‘and proper manner; that they had 
ishown a good deal of good feeling, and 
ithat it was no uncommon thing for 
| officers and men to apologise to their 
| prisoners for the want of those little 
‘comforts which they were unable to 
‘supply. If ever a war had been carried 
on in a humane manner it was this war. 
| Colonists were of opinion that it was too 
‘humane. The first duty of the Govern- 
|ment was to bring about prosperity in 
‘South Africa. In that country there 
|was practically only the gold industry, 
'but it was a great industry, and capable 
of vast expansion, and upon that would 
_ depend the prosperity of South Africa. It 
| was essential to provide a loyal majority 
of the white population for the country. 
The mining industry had been a great 
industry in the past. and would prove in 
the future to be the salvation of the 
political situation; the Government 
must be careful to encourage that indus- 
try, and particularly the working of low 
grade mines yet unopened. By these 
means they would get a jarge loyal popula- 
tion in the country who would develop it, 
and who would, further, be consumers of 
British goods and manufactures, and pay 
taxes. The chief object of the Govern- 
ment must be to create taxpayers rather 
than to burden the few who already 
existed. 

He agreed with the fundamental prin- 
ciples laid down by Sir David Barbour. 
In his Report, Sir David Barbour 








had referred to the taxation of the gold 
mining industry, and had suggested 
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10 per cent. on dividends. It would not 
mean 10 per cent, on actual profits, but 
much more. The mining shareholder 
knew that the life of a mine must come | 
to an end, and out of his dividends he 
put aside annually as a sinking fund for 
the return of his invested capital. He | 
would give an example: Take the) 
Ferriera Company, which was one of the | 
best known. It had paid regular and 
good dividends for many years. The 
hand-books put the life of a mine at 
twelve years. Just before the war the 
shares stood at £25—call it £24. That 
was about the price at which the 
public held them. The dividend was 
£3 per annum, on which Sir David 
Barbour proposed a 10 per cent. tax. 
But it was clear that if the life of the 
mine was twelve years, £2 out of the 
dividend of £3 had to be put aside to 
redeem the capital invested by present | 
shareholders, leaving the balance of £1 | 
as actual profit. 10 per cent. on £3) 
meant 30 per cent. if £1 had to bear) 
it. It could be put another way—viz., 
10 per cent. on profit, plus 10 per cent. 
of the invested capital as it was realised. | 
They had recently been told in that. 
House by the right hon. Member for 
West Monmouth that they could not | 
further develop gold mining in South 
Africa, because they could not get more 
native labour, and the right hon. Gentle- | 
man went on to describe the barbarous 
manner in which the natives were lashed 


| 
} 
} 
| 


and illtreated. If the suggestions of 
the right hon. Gentleman were correct, 


then he thought the latter would, to. 
some extent, account for the former. He 
had lived in the country for sixteen 
years, and personally did not know of a 
case where a Kaftir had been systemati- 
cally lashed bya Briton. He had known | 
of cases where Kaffirs had been flogged | 
by Boers, not only in the Transvaal | 
and Orange River Colony, but also in 
Cape Colony, where there was a law | 
against it. But drink was the heaviest | 
burden which the gold mining industry | 
had to put up with. On the Witwaters- | 
rand there is a continuous chain of | 
canteens for forty miles, and on Saturday | 
the scenes of debauchery in that district | 
beggared description. On Mondays and 
Tuesdays the native compounds were 
inebriate hospitals. This was not the 
doing of the British, but of the scum | 


{2 Aucust 1901} 





1134 


of Continental Europe, who not only sold 
liquor, but in many cases were the re- 
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ceivers of stolen goods, and it was no- 


torious that the mounted police who were 
told off to inspect these canteens were in 
the pay of these people, and invariably 
sent Kaffir runners in front of them 
when they were going to inspect them, 
in order that they might be prepared. 
If the Government protected the 
natives from such treatment and such 
evils there would be no drawback 
to the greater development of the 
gold mining industry through the want 
of native labour. The natives were by 
no means badly paid, they were paid from 
50s. to 60s. a month, with board and 
lodging, which worked out at very nearly 
as much as unskilled labour received in 


| this country. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, What 


are the white labourers paid ? 


N.): 


*Mr. STROYAN said that that was 
skilled labour. The House had heard of 
| the part supposed to have been played by 
the mine-owners in bringing on the war, 
but that was a matter hardly worth 
discussing. He thought upon a question 
where the whole future of this vast terri- 
tory was concerned, and the settlement 
of which was of so vast importance to the 
Empire, the question of a handful of capi- 
talists must be of verysmall consideration. 
He was of opinion that the only way in 
which the settlement could be brought 
about was by securing in South Africa a 


‘large loyal majority of the white popula- 


tion, and that could only be procured by 
the development of the gold-mining 
industry. They had heard a great deal 
to-night of distress among Boer refugees 
in South Africa, but not with regard to the 
distress of our own peoplein that country 
/owing to this war. He knew many 
people who had lost the whole of their 
savings for twenty years, and who in 
middle life would have to start again 
without a shilling in the world. Many of 
our own people were keenly feeling the 
pinch of poverty. No word of sympathy 
had been heard with regard to them, 
but they bore their sufferings cheer- 
fully, because they believed it was for 


‘the good of the country, and because for 


| the first time they had confidence in the 
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of South Africa and this country. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 


ae 
(Carnarvon 


Boroughs) said he did not propose to go 
through the speech of the hon. Member 
He did not 
suppose that there was a single member 
of the British public now who would not 
admit that the war which lost us America | 
was a great blunder, and he antici- | 
pated it would not be very long before 


who had just sat down. 


they came to the same conclusion with 
regard to this war. 


which the British soldiers had carried 
out the very unpleasant duty which had 
fallen to their share. 
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men who were managing the affairs both | 


The hon. Member | 
had referred to the humanity with 
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for that expression, and if they use 
stronger language in the future the right 


' hon Gentleman must not complain. The 


Colonial Secretary had called the Boers 
now in the field brigands, ruffians, and 
he forgot the rest, and the language of 
the right hon. Gentleman reminded him 
of a phrase of the “ Poet Laureate of the 
Empire” about ‘“ Killing Kruger with 
his mouth.” That was the right hon. 
Gentleman’s idea of conducting military 
operations. But the most serious part 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s speech, 
and the part to which he proposed to 
address himself, was the one in which he 
reverted to the policy of unconditional 
surrender. He frankly admitted that 


No one had ever | he did not agree with a large number of 


challenged the humanity of British | hon. Members on this side of the House 
soldiers or officers in the discharge of their , with regard to the origin of the war. At 


functions ; what had been attacked was 


the policy of farm-burning and concen- | 
Yet the Colonial Secre- | 
tary had said in offensive language that | 
whenever any charge had been made | 
against an officer the whole pack joined | 


tration camps. 


the hunt. The right hon. Gentleman 


yas himself once one of the pack, and | 


was then engaged in barking at Lord 
Roberts and the British troops for alleged 
outrages and inhumanity in Afghanistan. 
He (Mr. Lloyd-George) was not respon- 
sible for the vulgarity of the metaphor. 
Since then the right hon. Gentleman 
had joined another kennel. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in the course of his very 
remarkable speech, said, “This is no 
longer a war; it is brigandage, it is 
outrage.” He was very curious to 
listen to his reasons. The reason why 
he declared it was brigandage was 
because the Boers had burned a single 
farm in Cape Colony. He called that 
brigandage. But what was the accusa- 
tion brought against the English by the 
Boers? If the burning of the single farm 
by the Boers was brigandage, by what 
name would the right hon. Gentleman 
call the burning of 670 farms by the 
British troops? [AN Hon. Memper: 
He would call that war.] The burning 
of one farm was described as brigandage 
and outrage, but in condemning the 
burning of over 600 farms those who 


opposed the war had never used any | 


words so strong as those which had just 
been uttered by the Colonial Secretary. 
They thanked the right hon. Gentleman 
Mr. Stroyan. 


the same time, he fully recognised the 
fact which was referred to by the hon. 
Member who had just sat down, that the 
only peace which was possible, and which 
public opinion would tolerate or even 
discuss, was the peace which recognised 
the incorporation of the two Boer States 
as part of the British Empire. If he dis- 
cussed terms of peace to-night he dis- 
cussed them purely upon that basis, 
recognising that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had failed egregiously in his duty 
in refusing the conditions laid down by 
Lord Kitchener, which were based upon 
that proposition. 

There were only two methods of 
making peace—one was to demand un- 
conditional surrender with a free hand, 
and the other was giving conditions. 
The policy of unconditional surrender 
was abandoned. That was the policy 
which was started in June of last year. 
General Buller was then in favour of 
making peace on terms. He considered 
then that the Boers were demoralised 
and beaten, and they were in a state 
of great discouragement, and he said that 
was the opportunity for making peace. 
But Lord Roberts—probably acting upon 
instruction from home—-wired to General 
Buller, ‘* No ; nothing but unconditional 
surrender.” That policy had been aban- 
doned until that night. What happened 
in the meantime? Eleven thousand 
British soldiers dead, £90,000,000 spent, 


‘from the date when the unconditional 


surrender telegram was sent. That was 
the result of the unconditional surrender 
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policy. Lord Milner considered that the | 
time of which he spoke was the most 
favourable for offering terms, and they | 
had never since had so good an oppor- | 
tunity. In the words of Lord Milner, | 
there had within the last six months | 
been a moral recrudescence of the war, | 
for at the period referred to the Boers 
were sick of the war and were astonished 
by the generous treatment they received | 
alter our first occupation, and it would | 
then have taken very little to make them 
readily acquiesce in the new regime. | 
Lord Milner said that at that time the | 
feeling of the two colonies towards Eng- 
land was better than he had ever known | 
it. The inhabitants of the Orange River | 
Colony and of the Transvaal were sick of | 
the war at that time, and it would have | 
taken very little to have persuaded them | 
to accept the oath of allegiance. Sir 
Redvers Buller saw that, and he offered | 
terms, but Lord Roberts, acting probably | 
upon instructions from the Colonial | 
Secretary, said they would offer nothing | 
to the Boers but unconditional surrender. | 
After that those demoralised Boers | 
became desperate and dangerous men. 
Since then the war had gone on for over a 
year, they had lost 11,000 British soldiers 
and £90,000,000 had been spent, and 
who could say that there was now as good | 
a prospect of making peace as there was | 
inthe month of June last year ? 
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Now he came to the question of terms. 
He would warn the right hon. Gentleman | 
of two things. He seemed to have re- 
verted now to his unconditional sur- 
render policy or mood. Whatever else | 
the war had proved, it had established 
twe things at any rate—one was that the | 
Boers were a brave, tenacious, and high- 
spirited race, he said that upon the 
authority of the Colonial Secretary him- 
self; and men of that type would not 
accept any conditions which were 
humiliating to themselves. He simply | 
laid that down as a general proposition. 
The second thing established by the war | 
was that every estimate and prediction 
which had been made up to the present 
moment with regard to the duration ot | 


the war had erred on the side of optimism. | 
Every prediction he had heard in this | 
House and out of it had never been 
realised. He warned the right hon. 


Gentleman, who seemed to-night to ie same weeding process in the Transvaal, 
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|a very startling total. 


| accounted for. 
‘the right hon. Gentleman in the course 
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taking a more hopeful view of the situa- 
tion, that every former prediction of this 
kind had broken down hopelessly in the 
past. He would not go into the figures, 
except to this extent. The right hon. 
Gentleman had advised them to take the 
number of Boers they had already ac- 
counted for and take them away from 
the total given by the War Office. The 
number of Boers given to them by the 
War Office on a previous occasion was 
62,000. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): Sixty- 
nine thousand. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that was 
: If they took the 
32,000 given by the Secretary of State 
for War as having been accounted for, 
that left a total of 37,000 men who were 
still unaccounted for. Supposing that 
the Boers had suffered the same prc- 
portion of killed and wounded as the 
British, that would leave over 30,000 
Boers who were still absolutely un- 
He put a question to 


of his speech in regard to the men who 
had joined in the Cape recently, and he 
said he had no information. A very 
alarming telegram had appeared in the 


| Standard stating that in one district 600 
| Boers had joined the enemy and in 


another district 300 had joined them. 
He had seen a statement in the Daily 
Mail that some 6,000 or 7,000 had 
joined the ranks of the Boers lately. 


| That was a very serious state of things. 


Under those circumstances, did the right 
hon. Gentleman seriously invite the 
House and the country to take a hopeful 


| view of the situation when he had got all 


those facts before him ? 

At the risk of stating what appeared to 
be paradoxical he wished to say that he 
did not think that those large surrenders 
of the enemy were altogether matters for 
congratulation. The right hon. Gentle- 
man stated that the vast majority of 
the burghers were in favour of peace. 


| That was his (the hon. Member’s) opinion 


with regard to the burghers in the Trans- 
vail in the month of February, and the 
negotiations had since proved this to be 
true. They had not gone through the 
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Prinsloo’s surrender involved the sur-{ Time was surely a precious element at a 
render of almost every pacifically inclined | period when we were straining the 
burgher in the Transvaal, and those who| whole resources of the Empire and 
were left were the fighting men and the| engaging the whole attention of our 
irreconcileables. The real hard fighting | trained military forces to such an extent 
men amongst the Boers got away, and it | that he doubted if a European compli- 
was simply the pacifically inclined | cation arose whether we would be able 
burghers who surrendered. He invited | to turn out a single army corps of trained 
the Committee to consider, in regard to| men. We never knew when an inci- 
those surrenders which had taken place | dent of that kind might arise which 
within the last two or three months, how | would render it necessary for us to 
many had happened in the Orange River | defend the honour of the Empire. 
Colony. They were very few indeed. | [Ministerial laughter.] Why should hon. 
There was a sentence in President Steyn’s | Members laugh at him referring to the 
letter which struck him very much in| honour of the Empire? Did they think 
this respect. He said— 'that they had got a monopoly of that 

“Tf I wished to surrender my burghers sentiment ? We had had an_ instance 
would not haveit. They would fight them- | of it in China, where England had been 
selves.” humiliated. [Ministerial cries of “ No, 
no!”’] Was it no humiliation that the 
British flag should be taken down in 
the presence of our own troops, and that 
no apology should be demanded, and no 
apology given? Would that have hap- 
pened if we had not been entangled at 
the time in South Africa? If the Fashoda 
incident had happened now the result 





What was the result of all those sur- 
renders in the Transvaal? The men 
who were inclined for peace and who had | 
surrendered were the men who, had they 
still been on commando, would have 
voted in favour of peace. They did not | 
want to continue the war. The result of | 
these surrenders was that only the irre- 


concileables were left in the field, and this | — eh ee mer ety re — 
without the modifying influence of the | YOUS Dave Known thar Angiand cou 


peace men. Therefore, by capturing | not have fought her, and what was worse 


5,000 or 6,000 of those who were paci- | still, public opinion ¥ wince agen = 
fically inclined they had only captured | exasperated that Rogs' rench | — 
5,000 or 6,000 votes which would other- | C°Uld possibly have done what they did 
oo i eal <select peace. | then. Was it not an important question 
In the Orange River Colony there ae | to endeavour to make peace now instead 
eaiey Lor ates at the resent tines which | & @* manthe hence ! In the month of 
pia Ar enunt for ana, He had put | February negotiations were entered into 
forward this proposition in order that the “sarge 3 et nite ctengnie Sgy hiel. 
House should not accept too readily a Lord Kitchener was prepared to give 
hopeful view of thesituation. He wished terms, and he was in the main supported 
them to face the facts a thine which they by Lord Milner, but the Colonial Secre- 
had never sali eel Suiits the start. | tary declined to sanction those terms. 
c ‘ é wn ae es . G ‘ 
In the past they had listened to hopeful There was evidence that General Botha, 


prophecies, simply because they wanted | #t ny Tate, pee i > ri ge -—_ 
them to come true. He thought it was ee ee tee [Ministerial cries 
No, no!”’] He did not know whether 


only becoming of a great nation and a : ; 

7. , hon. Members opposite would consider 
oslo sel ee ws som on v0 that Lord Kitchener was a reliable witness 
face the situation boldly. It wasa cow- eg point. The a ~~ 

a : n 
ardly and a pusillanimous proceeding | 78° Cone @ Very ery ae r. 
: | He had stated to-night that Lord Kiteh- 


not to take the whole situation into 
isis” Wicd tiene wname connesions | ° said one thing, and General Botha 
; ee said a different thing. And, therefore, 


which he could’ understand the “wat whee s&s a 1 fact 
Government not making if they thought | ee ee eee a 
that the war was coming to an end in| 
three months, but which it would be | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, I did 
worth their while to make if the war was not say anything of the kind, and I abso- 
going to be prolonged for three years. : lutely deny it. What I said was that 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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General Botha’s statement was evidence | 
against himself. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that if 
Lord Kitchener was believed by the right 
hon. Gentleman what was the object of 
quoting General Botha, who, according 
to him, directly contradicted Lord 
Kitchener. According to the statement 
made by Lord Kitchener General Botha 
seemed satisfied. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Yes, ‘seemed.”] In the first telegram 
Lord Kitchener said he would meet 
General Botha on the express understand- 
ing that the independence of the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange River Colony were 
not to be discussed in any way. The 
next step was a telegram from Lord 
Kitchener to Mr. Brodrick on the 1st of 
March, in which it was stated that! 
General Botha had asked Lord Kitchener 
to discuss independence, and _ Lord 
Kitchener said he had absolutely refused 
to discuss that question. General Botha 
tried to get Lord Kitchener to discuss 
a modified form of independence, but | 
Lord Kitchener refused. Then came a 
significant paragraph in which Lord 
K tchener laid down conditions as to the 
future government of the colonies. 
There was to be Crown colony administra- 
tion with an elective advisory council, | 
to be followed after a time by represen- 


tative government. General Botha’s 
reply to this was— 
“He would have liked representative 


government at once, but seemed satisfied with 
above.” 


That was what Lord Kitchener said. 
Then there was the evidence of General 
Botha himself. Upon the last occasion 
when this subject was discussed he read 
a copy of the letter sent by General 
Botha to his burghers immediately | 
after those negotiations. Upon that. 
occasion he was challenged, and there was | 
a suggestion and a jeer that the letter | 
he read was not a truthful one. He | 
would remind the Committee that a couple | 
of days after that the very letter he read | 
was incorporated in the white book as | 
an official paper. This letter which | 
General Botha wrote to his burghers 
gave an account of the failure of the| 
negotiations and the reason for that | 
failure. The first reason he gave was 


{2 Aucust 1901} 
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English officials and members of a 
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‘council nominated by the English, and 


he further stated that the voice of the 
people would be totally unrecognised. 
General Botha was simply complaining 
that they were not going to be allowed 
to have any voice at all in the govern- 
ment of their own country. The terms 
offered by Lord Kitchener were that, 
from the start, the Boers should elect 
an assembly to advise the executive, 
and General Botha’s complaint was that 
this was not conceded. 

His second complaint was in regard 
to the payment of the debts of the two 
Republics. He would ask any hon. 
Member who had read this letter if he 
could find a single complaint either 
about the taking away of the indepen- 
ence of the two countries or upon any 
other point, beyond what he had stated. 
The whole of General Botha’s complaints 
were confined to those two points, and 
if hon. Members would read Lord 
Kitchener’s despatch they would find 
that those were the only two points which 
he stated that General Botha laid special 
emphasis upon. An interview appeared 
a few weeks ago in the paper which had 
consistently supported the war, and 
which had made considerable sacrifices 
for the war policy. He alluded to the 
Daily Chronicle. The interview was 
between a representative of the Daily 
Chronicle and one of the men who 
came over to this country with Mrs. 
Botha, and it showed the Boer view of 
what took place at Middelburg. This 
was very important, because it was a 
question of whether the Boers were 
prepared to surrender on the Kitchener 
terms. In this interview the question 
was asked as to what was the misunder- 
standing which wrecked the peace 
negotiations, and the reply given was a 
definite statement that the Boer general 
and his burghers accused the British of 
a breach of faith, because they under- 
stood that Lord Kitchener was fully 
empowered to act in regard to the 
negotiations for peace. At the Middel- 
burg Conference certain proposals, after 
being discussed, were agreed upon 
between the British and the Boer 
generals, and the view of the burghers 
was that an agreement had been arrived 


that what had been promised them|at at Middelburg upon those points. 


was a legislative council consisting of | Those proposals General Botha, after 
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consultation with his burghers, was 
quite prepared to accept, and peace was 
looked upon as practically concluded. 
In Pretoria and other places, both Boer 
and Briton were about to arrange a 
peace celebration because they thought 
the war had come to a_ conclusion. 
[Ministerial laughter.] What, did hon. 
Members opposite laugh at the disap- 
pointment of people who were anxious 
to secure peace? Surely such a thing 
was an outrage. According to one 
Imperalist organ Lord Kitchener him- 
self took an active part in the peace 
celebration movement, and_ believing 
the end of the war was in sight, he took 
oceasion to thank Mrs. Botha for her 
assistance. Then came a communica- 
tion from Lord Kitchener so much at 
variance with the whole negotiations, 
that the Boer leader felt—and his feel- 
ings were endorsed by his burghers— 
that the new phase of the negotiations 
was so irrational that the most honourable 
and manly course to adopt would be to 
fight it out to the bitter end. That was 
the evidence on the point. [Ministerial 
laughter.] Hon. Members laughed at 
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this, but it was the evidence of Lord 


Kitchener himself. [An Hon. MeMper : 
No, no! It is the Daily Chronicle.] 
But he had read the despatch of Lord 
Kitchener himself upon the point. Let 
hon. Members follow his argument, 
and if they could not, then they ought 
not to interrupt him in such an unman- 
nerly fashion. Lord Kitchener said that 
he entered into the negotiations on the 
express understanding that indepen- 
dence was to be excluded. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, but 
General Botha says in his communi- 
cation to his burghers that they were 
fighting for their independence. I do 
not accuse either Commandant Botha 
or Lord Kitchener of anything more 
than this, that they must have misunder- 
stood one another. It was clear from 
General Botha’s statement that he 
considered himself entitled still to con- 
tend for independence. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Yes, he did 
so at the interview, but Lord Kitchener 
declined to discuss it even in a modified 
form, and then they went on to discuss 
the terms. Lord Kitchener was a very 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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| clear-headed man, and knew what he was 
| about—certainly he knew better than a 
man in this country who was thousands 
of miles away. Lord Kitchener said 
that General Botha seemed satisfied with 
the terms offered. It further appeared 
from accounts of interviews with mem- 
bers of the Boer staff that there was an 
impression at Pretoria among both 
Dutch and British that an agreement 
had been arrived at at Middelburg. Six 
months had elapsed since that interview, 
It had been repeatedly stated in this 
| House that Lord Kitchener was under 
| the impression that General Botha was 
prepared to accept his terms. If this 
|}was not true Lord Kitchener could 
‘answer it, and he could answer it much 
better than any Minister. What were 
his grounds for making that statement ? 
'A private letter was received from Lord 
Kitchener, a passage from which was 
given to the House of Commons, but not 
the whole of it. How was it that the 
whole letter was not given to the House ? 
The statement in Lord Kitchener’s letter 
that Lord Milner was objected to was 
given to the House of Commons. What 
|was in the rest of the letter? Why 
should they have to argue this question 
in this manner when they could get 
| evidence at first hand? The right hon. 
Gentleman said that General Botha after- 
_wards used the word “ independence.” 
| Of course he did. General Botha after- 
_wards issued a fighting circular to his 
| burghers, and the right hon. Gentleman 
_knows himself the difference between 
|the two things—of holding up an ideal 
for your men, and sitting round a table 
to settle a compromise. When he makes 
| speeches in the country he holds up the 
| principle of ‘* Ransom ” ; when he comes 
‘to practical operations he whittles it 
|down to three acres and a cow. There 
| was a vast difference between holding 
| up an ideal and sitting down to negotiate 
| what was practicable for the time being. 
|General Botha said that the negotiations 
had failed, and now they had got to fight. 
Did they imagine that General Botha 
would issue a circular asking his burghers 
| to fight to the death for Sir Alfred Milner 
'and a nominated executive with an 
advisory board? Surely no man with 
his wits about him would do that. If 
|General Botha had been appealing to his 
j men to sacrifice their lives he would have 
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used such words as “independence ’ 
and “freedom,” for those were the 
words which roused men. [Ministerial 
laughter.] The Colonial Secretary now 
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? 


laughed at the idea of liberty, but there | 


was a time when he did not laugh at it. 
Was General Botha the only man who 
had used the word ‘independence ’’ ? 
There was a remarkable interview which 
took place between General Buller and 
General Christian Botha. That also 
appeared in this Blue-book. [Ministerial 
cries of “Oh, oh!”’] Did hon. Gentle- 
men opposite object to evidence? Per- 
haps they were so accustomed to be- 
lieving statements without evidence that 
they were alarmed when any evidence 
was brought forward in support of any 
statement. In that interview General 
Buller said he could not talk in any sense 
about independence, but hereafter, he 
said, that, if the Boers behaved them- 
selves, they might become an independent 
colony. Was that not independence ? 
(Cries of “‘ No, no.’’] If hon. Members 
thought it was not, let them consult the 
Colonial Secretary as to what was going 
to happen in Australia. In Australia 
the right hon. Gentleman had tried to 
modify their federation and he sought 
to nominate their Prime Minister. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
wish to contradict anything said about | 
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| or otherwise, from the Colonial Secretary 
| or the Colonial Office. 
| of ‘‘ Withdraw.’’] 


[Ministerial eries 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that if the 
| Colonial Secretary repudiated responsi- 
| bility for the action of Lord Hopetoun 
/he would withdraw what he had said. 
| But it did not affect his point that the 
Prime Minister was suggested by the 
| representative of the Crown, Lord Hope- 
/toun. [Ministerial cries of ‘‘ No, no.’’] 
| But the Colonial Secretary had just 
| stated that this was so, and surely hon. 
| Gentlemen opposite would not contradict 
|the right hon. Gentleman. His whole 
| point was that the Australian colonies 
'wanted Mr. Barton, and asserted their 
| independence. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is not 
a matter for any heat. It is a question 
of constitutional law and practice. In 
this country the Crown has the constitu- 
tional right to send for some one who 
has the confidence of the House of 
Commons to form a Ministry. If he is 
|}unable to form one the Crown sends 
|for sormeone else. Lord Hopetoun, as 
ithe representative of the Crown in 
| Australia, took similar action without 
|any representation from the Colonial 


| Office. 
| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he ac- 





myself, but when the colonies are con- | cepted the right hon. Gentlemans state- 
cerned I must intervene. I never, |ment that he was not responsible for 
directly or indirectly, or in any way, | that nomination. His point was that 
sought to influence the choice of the | the representative of the Crown sug- 
colonies with regard to any Prime | gested a Prime Minister, and the colonies 


Minister. [Ministerial cheers and cries 
ft “Withdraw,” and ‘ How  con- 
siderate.””| 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that if his 
tatement was incorrect he would with- 
lraw it, but he believed that Sir W. Lyne 
vas suggested by the Colonial Office as 
he first Prime Minister of Australasia. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, he 
vas not. It is absolutely inaccurate, 
ind it is evident that the hon. Gentleman 
loes not understand the constitutional 
‘lations between the colonies and this 
country. Lord Hopetoun as the repre- 
entative of the Crown had the right 
tosuggest a Prime Minister, and he did 
hot act under any supervision, direct 


|insisted upon their own man. The 
|right hon. Gentleman had _ simply 
| strengthened his argument, for Australia 
'had asserted the same independence 
‘in the selection of its Ministers as this 
country did. Therefore in Australia 
they were quite as independent as we 
were. Was it not therefore reasonable 
to say that the Transvaal and the Orange 
River Colony might also claim the same 
independence within the Empire. Why 
should they also not select their own 
Prime Minister and their own Parliament, 
make their own laws, and have absolute 
internal independence. Let the right 
hon. Gentleman go to Canada and 
suggest there that Canada was not 
independent. He would be answered 
there by the Prime Minister, who- had 
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already said that Canada was an inde- | tion of advancing money for the purpose 


pendent nation. The 
claimed by those colonies did not neces- 
sarily mean that such claim was not 


independence | of reconstruction. 


Was that a question 


| of generosity ? Was that an act of grace 
| or was it in our own interests that those 


incompatible with the suggestion that | 
they should be included within the Em- 


pire. The right hon. Gentleman in 
discussing these terms said there was no 
material difference between him and 
Lord Kitchener, and that the points 
which had been raised were matters 
of no importance. If the right hon. 
Gentleman considered that they were 
of no importance, and the Boers thought 
that they were of great importance, was 
that not a very good reason why we 
should have conceded them? The first 
thing every competent bargainer tried to 


50,000 landless and homeless men who 
were roaming about those colonies should 
be given a start in life? That was a 
question of English policy and it was the 
best thing to do. Those colonies were 
now part of the British dominion, and 
unless England wished to turn them 
into a desert the best thing they could 


| do was to set every Boer once more up in 


| life. 


discover was what were the things which | 


the other party considered important, 
and if he thought they were of no moment 
to himself he conceded them. The 
Colonial Secretary said that those 
matters to which General Botha at- 
tached so great importance were of no 
moment at all. Even in his speech 
to-night the Colonial Secretary had 
stated that they were of no importance. 


If so, why did the right hon. Gentleman | 


not concede them? 

What were these points? The first 
was the question of the payment of the 
debts. The Colonial Secretary had con- 
stantly referred to this question as if 
it were a proof of great liberality on our 
part. The right hon. Gentleman made 
out that the mere fact of England having 
undertaken to pay some of the debts of 
the two republics was proof of England’s 
generosity and liberality. But this was 
not a question of liberality or generosity, 
for it was a question entirely of what their 
obligations were under international law. 
If they took over the assets of any state 
they were bound to pay the obligations 
entered into on the strength of those 
assets. Take the famous case decided 
by Vice-Chancellor James when there 
was a seizure of confederate property. 
An attempt was then made to evade pay- 
ment on the part of the United States, 
and it was laid down that if a nation 
took over the assets they were also 
bound to discharge the obligations. 
Therefore, when the right hon. Gentle- | 
man talked about doing this as an act of | 
grace it was simply a question of doing | 


| 


But the right hon. Gentleman 
said, “No, we will not give you the 
money, but we will lend it to you.” 


| Could they conceive of anything worse 


than this if they wanted to bring the 
Boers to terms? Lord Kitchener, who 
was more of a statesman than the right 
hon. Gentleman, said it would be better 
to give them this money than to lend it, 
owing to their suspicious nature. He 
thought that to place this country 
in the position of a moneylender to a race 
of farmers would be the greatest possible 
folly. When the suspicion entertained 
by the Boers towards Englishmen was 
considered it would be found that they 


had the greatest grounds for that 
suspicion. Who were the two English- 
men whom they knew best ? One wasa 


man who had deceived his Sovereign and 
who afterwards made a raid on the 
territory of his neighbour. That was the 
greatest Englishman they knew. The 
other Englishman whom they best knew 
was the gentleman who stood up before 
the nation and said there was nothing 
dishonourable in this, in the deceiving 
of the Sovereign. Under these circum- 
stances was it surprising that the Boers 
should be suspicious with regard to the 
promises made by the Colonial Secretary? 

In the first instance Lord Kitchener 
gave a definite and clear undertaking. 
He knew the men he was dealing with, 
and he knew that the Boers were sus- 
picious of English statesmen. And the 
Colonial Secretary excited their natural 


suspicion by making further conditions. 


The Colonial Secretary said that he only 
made the conditions more clear, but his 
opinion was that he made them more 
vague. He did not promise to pay the 
debts, and all he said was that the Govern- 
ment would consider it. He said that if 


what he was bound to do under inter- | the claims were all right and the con- 
national law. Then there was the ques- | tracts made were fair; if no partiality 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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had been shown, and if the men who had | less likely to last. That was the position 
supplied the goods were not paid more in South Africa. If they insisted on 
than they ought to be paid, England | unconditional surrender there would not 
would undertake to pay them. He! be a durable settlement. A peace which 
wished the right hon. Gentleman would | was obtained by an understanding was 
scrutinise the contracts at home as/| the best in the interests of South Africa 
closely as he suggested that those Boer | and best in the interests of the Empire. 
contracts should be scrutinised. [An |[Cheers, and Ministerial cries of “ Divide, 
Hon. Member: Kynochs.| When they | divide! ’’] ; 
came to the official terms with regard | 
to the future government of the Trans-| Sirk EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
vaal where was the generosity ? They | land, Berwick): My hon. friend who has 
were to, be governed’ by an English | just spoken and I have never approached 
administrator, with an English executive, | South African affairs since this unhappy 
speaking the English language. On the | war began from the same point of view. 
same border werehalf-savage races with | [Nationalist cries of ‘‘ Divide, divide! ”’| 
their own chieftains, administering their | He has covered a great deal of ground 
own laws,*and speaking their own) to-night, more ground than I shall 
language. When the right hon. Gentle- | attempt to cover, but I think that, if the 
man promised the Boers self-government | argument of his speech is considered, it 
what guarantee did he give them that | will be found that he has dealt to-night 
they would get it, or when they would | very much more with the details of the 
get it? [Ministerial cries of ‘* Divide, | present situation and much less with 
divide!”’] The right. hon. Gentleman | the past and with the origin of the war 
would no doubt say that British honour | than he has done on previous eccasions. 
was involved in the terms. A distin- | Therefore, as far as my difference with 
guished Irish statesman once said when | his speech to-night is concerned, it will 
similar promises were made to Ireland in | be rather a difference of detail on par- 
reference to the Act of Union that when | ticular points he has argued very fully 
one country’s freedom depended upon! before the Committee, and I shall allow 
another country’s honour, the latter that difference to appear in the way I 
might have honour: but the former | propose to argue one or two of the most 
would never have freedom. important points he dealt with as to the 
The war in South Africa was going on possibility and prospects of a settlement. 
from month to month, and the Estimates | [Nationalist cries of ‘‘ Divide, divide!” 
were being exceeded time after time. |“ Why don’t you leave it to the other 
The last Estimate had broken down, and, side ?”’ and Ministerial cries of “ Order.”’] 
even if unconditional surrender could be | 
enforced, he asked the Committee to | Mr. DILLON : Keep quiet yourselves. 
consider whether it would be the best | You ought to have set usa good ex- 
policy. There was once a great states- ample when the hon. Member for Car- 
man in this country whose courage} narvon was speaking. ‘Two can play 
nobody denied, whose capacity nobody | at that game. [Renewed Nationalist 
challenged, and who was really a strong | cries of ‘* Divide, divide! ’’| 
man. [Ministerial cries of ‘ Divide, | 
divide!’’] No, they would not divide at| For several minutes the hon. Mem- 
the present moment, for they had a right | ber for Berwick was unable to proceed 
to discuss this question. The authority | owing to the interruptions and shouts 
he wished to quote was Oliver Cromwell. | of the Irish Members. Order having 
[Ministerial laughter, and cries of ‘“‘ Oh, | been restored— 
oh!”’] Hon. Gentlemen opposite were | 
now laughing at one of their greatest | Str EDWARD GREY (resuming) said : 
generals and one of their greatest states- | As far as I am myself concerned, I have 
men. Oliver Cromwell said that what} never expressed my views on South 
was obtained by an  understanding| Africa at great length, and, though I 
would be firm and durable, but things | recognise there is a great difference 








obtained by force were never so good in | between us, I will not make any undue 
themselves, were less honourable, and| demand on the attention of the Com- 
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mittee. [Ministerial cheers and Nation-| Tar CHAIRMAN: If hon. Members 
alist cries of “ Divide, divide! ”’] With the | speak at great length they can hardly 
indulgence of the House, I will turn to the | expect the House to listen to them at the 
speech which was delivered earlier in the | end of the speech with the same quiet and 
debate by the Colonial Secretary. That attention as at the beginning. I en- 
was an important speech. [Loud deavour as far as I can to act fairly, and 
Nationalist cries of ‘ Divide, divide!”’ | try to obtain a hearing for everybody. I 
and Ministerial cries of “‘ Order, order!”’]/ am sure that hon. Members will agree 


Tes y that the position I occupy is a very trying 
rae ye eae : — ae Mem- one, and that it is no easy matter to pre- 
— will allow the hon. Baronet to pro-| ...ve order at all times. 

eed. 


Mr. DILLON : Why did not you keep| Mr. DILLON : I will make an earnest 
order for the hon. Member for Carnar-| appeal to my friends to give the hon. 
von ? Gentleman a fair hearing, but, in the 

| interests of order, I desire to say that, if a 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I was going to | disorderly example is set by hon. Gentle. 
point out that the hon. Member for) men opposite, you cannot be surprised if 
Carnarvon had been listened to very | from these benches we retaliate. 
attentively until near the close of his 
speech, lasting nearly an hour. Idonot' gi; EDWARD GREY: I would will- 
say that towards the end of the speech ingly, if I may address myself to the 
of the hon. Member there were not some point for a moment, be prepared to strike 
interruptions, but during the greater | g bargain. I, at any rate, did not take 
part of the speech of the hon. Member for | any part in the interruption when the 
Carnarvon he was listened to very atten-| hon. Gentleman was speaking. I 
tively, and I do hope that a hearing will | |jstened to the whole of his speech. All 
be accorded to the right hon. Baronet |] would ask in return is that I might 
who is now trying to address the Com- | have that indulgence granted which will 
mittee. enable him to extend to me the same 

‘eourtesy I extended to him of hearing 

Mr. DILLON: On a point of order, I) what he had to say. I will proceed to 
wish to state that this is not the first the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
time this has happened. I wish to know opposite. That is really the important 
if it is only for Imperialists that you, Mr. thing. I have never listened to a speech, 
Lowther, insist upon order being main- || think, with such mixed feelings. With 
tained ? the substance of it, as I believe it will 

Tur CHAIRMAN : I pointed out that | 4PPear in print, T do not think T am is 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon was | the main in disagreement. | regrens 
listened to for nearly an hour, and that the tone and spirit of the speech, because 
it was only towards the end of his speech I had hoped that ng might haye . — 
that there was any interruption. such as we had last December—a de ate 
; ithe result of which, I believe, was 
Mr. DILLON: On a point of order, 1 | nothing but good, which did much to 


i | bri arties ; : s regards the 
wish to ask whether we are to understand | bring parties together not as regards the 
| past, but with regard to the prospects 


that at any particular stage in a man’s | . : 
speech he may be shouted down without | for the future. If the right hon. pe 
any appeal being made from the Chair. man had been attacked earlier in the 
[A Minisrertatist Memper: He was | eveaing it would have been natural that 
not shouted down; and eries of ‘‘ He he should have retorted in the contro 
was ” from the Nationalists. ] | versial tone which he adopted. But my 
| right hon. friend who opened the debate 
Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. | avoided all matters of provocation. He 
Member for Carnarvon will admit that | spoke in the same tone as the right hon. 
during the greater part of his speech he | Gentleman opposite adopted last Decem- 
was listened to. | ber, and if he had been followed in that 
| tone I think we should have been clearer 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Yes, I do. | now as to where we really stand at the 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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present time. All my right hon. friend|they have the opportunity, there are 


did was to ask for information and to 
describe the points on which he himself 
felt anxiety. Is there any harm in 
asking for information? Why should 
he be accused of suggesting that the 


Government are deliberately withhold- | 


ing information? We have had very 
little information, and the little we have 
had has not been very satisfactory. I 


for one am prepared to accept the) 
explanation—though I regret it—that | 


we have so little information because 


there is so little to be known and so little | 


progress has been made. 
If the 


speech of the right hon.) 


Gentleman opposite were to be treated | 


as he treated the speech of my right 


hon. friend the results would be appalling. | 
‘in the field fighting against us there are 


He complained of the omissions of my 
right hon. friend. He complained that 
when my right hon. friend alluded to 
certain points he did not balance his 
speech by bringing up other points. If 
the right hon. Gentleman’s own speech 
were treated in that way the conclusions 
would be of the most disastrous character. 
He dealt with the question of martial 


law, but think of the omissions in his | 


treatment of it! I venture to say that 
anyone listening to his speech and 
dealing with his speech in the spirit 
in which he dealt with 


the speech | 


of my right hon. friend might have | 


argued that in dealing with martial law 


what was prominent in his mind was to | 
justify, if need be, the execution of whites | 


on the evidence of blacks. He said in 


general terms that martial law was. 
necessary and was applied under the | 


Government of the Cape. I do not dis- 
pute that martial law is necessary. You 
cannot, when a country is in a state of 
war, have the operation of the ordinary 
law ; but, admitting that martial law is 
necessary, there is all the more reason 
for great care in the execution of it. 


cases in which capital punishment may 
be unavoidable, and must be carried out. 

But you must be careful. First of all 
let the capital punishment be carried out 
in a dignified manner, let there be no 
reversion to ancient methods by com- 
pelling others to witness the execution. 
I do not believe the Government approve 
of that, they have reserved their opinion 
about it, and do not even tell us whether 
it has actually happened. That cer- 
tainly is a reversion to ancient methods 
long discarded, which must tend to 
greater exasperation without, I believe, 
having any more deterrent effect. Then 
there is a further subject which requires 
attention. Let us remember, what I 
believe to be true, that among those now 


some of the best and some of the worst 
of those opposed to us. Let us be careful 
that capital punishment falls on the right 
people. What I am afraid of is that 
under martial law you must run the risk 
of some unfortunate act, committed in 
heat or imprudence, which gives rise to 
something like an anniversary which is 
never forgotten afterwards. With due 
care you may avoid that, but we have had 
one such anniversary in South Africa, 
that of Slaagter’s Nek. What I feel at 
this stage of the war, when the right hon. 
Gentleman tells us, and I am not pre- 
pared to dispute what he tells us, that it 
may be necessary to resort to more 
severe measures, is that you must recol- 
lect that one great act of injustice, one 
execution of an innocent man, may give 
rise to an anniversary which will keep 
rooted in the memories of generation after 


_ generation far more than the memory of 


| 
| 


We} 


have now entered upon a time when, | 
we are told, capital punishment will | 


have to be more frequent. 
deduction I drew from the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman, that there had 
been too much leniency, and that there 
may have to be more capital punishment. 
I admit that where men living under our 
protection go out, as some have done, 
and then come in, and then go out again, 


That was the | 


the whole war. 

Now, we are told that the war is to 
be prosecuted by new tactics, troops are 
to be brought home, and there are to be 
protected districts. Does that mean that 
there is to be less activity? Does that 
mean that by the gradual withdrawal of 
troops, and by confining yourself to 
certain protected districts, you are to 
take the offensive less than has been done 
before? Iam not very sanguine of those 
being good tactics. I am not one of those 
who hold that for the time being the 
Government must concentrate them- 
selves on efforts which by their energy 


and shoot at their fellow-subjects when | and activity should bring this war to an 
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end, but I think the thing we lack is not| Mr. DILLON: They are employing 
that you have too great a force, or that it | them in hundreds. 
is extended over too large a country, but | 
that you have not a large force mobile| Sm EDWARD GREY: I understand 
enough. What we have wanted, I) the statement of the Government to be 
believe, was to have a mobile force created, that armed natives are not being em- 
as mobile and as good as that of the Boers | ployed. 
themselves, fighting in their own way. 
It would take time to create such a force.| Mr. DILLON: It is not true. 
Why has that force not been created 2 | 
Because of the expectation continually | Si EDWARD GREY: If they have 
held out that the war was going to come | been employed, so much the worse. All 
to an end soon. I believe even now it) we can demand from the Government 
would be better to devote our energies | to-night is a statement whether they are 
to creating a more mobile force than we|or are not being employed, and that | 
have yet had, one of equal mobility to| understand we have. But, I appeal 
that of the Boers, and better equipped | to the right hon. Gentleman, as in the 
than theirs, if that can be done, and more | case of other countries, he might make 
capable of taking the offensive in their|the most extended use of our Indian 
way, and following up, than any force we| troops; they have had long training, 
have yet had. Now Itouch fora moment | they understand the methods of civilised 
on the question of the camps, with which | warfare, they have behind them a civili- 
the right hon, Gentleman dwelt. I do/| sation older than our own. There is all 
not dispute, any more than Lord Spencer | the difference in the world between them 
in another place, the military necessities and such nations as the Matabele and of 
of camps, but the high mortality was) others in South Africa. I should make 
admitted by the right hon. Gentleman | the rule against the employment of armed 
opposite, and that there has been this| African natives absolute under all con- 
high mortality in some camps, and under | ditions and all circumstances. 
some conditions, is a reason, Ithink, why | I will leave the subject of the war, be- 
the Government should not be sensitive | cause I did hope we should not hear much 
to criticism. All the publicity that has| of the war to-night. I think my right 
been given to it has, I believe, done good. | hon. friend made a speech which led far 
I fully believe that the Government are | more to the pacific discussion of the future 
doing their utmost to make the condition | than it did to the war itself. I should 
of those camps as good as possible, but | like us more and more to bear in mind the 
their hands have been strengthened and | settlement which is to take place after the 
not weakened by the publicity that has| war is over. It is surely desirable that 
been given to the high mortality returns! we should have as little party contro- 
that there were in some camps in early | versy as possible when the war is settled. 
days. I think the Government should | War has made it inevitable. But suppose 
watch those returns, and from time to | the day ever came when we had party 
time periodically give us returns of what | controversy about Canada, Australia, or 
the mortality in the camps is. any of the other self-governing parts of 
I come to the question of the employ- | the Empire—— 
ment of natives. The right hon.Gentleman 
seemed to me to deal so carelessly with} Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: They are not 
that subject that he did not distinguish | treated in the same way. 
between native Africans and the far more 
highly trained and civilised troops in} Sir EDWARD GREY: War makes 
India. There is all the difference in the | controversy inevitable, but my point 
world. I understand from the right hon. | is that controversy is most undesirable, 
Gentleman’s speech that we do not | and that, existing as it does, we ought to 
employ armed natives in South Africa.|do our utmost to get rid of it as much 
[A NATIONALIST MEMBER : They do em-|as possible. After the war is over, we 
ploy them.] It is stated on the authority want South Africa to settle down. Two 
of the Government that it is their inten-| races there must be, but if we are agreed 
tion not to employ armed natives. on the main lines on which the settlement 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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should proceed, that will conduce very 
much to the settling down of the race 
question in South Africa. Two races 
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suspension of the Constitution was not 
really necessary, or that it had taken 
place because the Constitution was work- 





there must be, but I should like that | ing adversely to the Government now in 
they might both feel that there is but one | power, I should have spoken with much 
mind at home. I can imagine nothing | more hesitation on the subject. But 
more deplorable than having one race | the last thing I have seen is that at Graaf 
appealing to one party in this country | Reinet, where the municipal constitution 
and the other race appealing to the other | is working the result has been that at 
party. The only hope is that after the|the last municipal election three Pro- 
war the two races, side by side, finding | gressives were returned unopposed for 
themselves in substantial agreement | three seats previously held by Bond 
as to the firm, just, and impartial lines | members. That shows that where the 
of government in South Africa, may | Constitution is working the situation 
join together and devote themselves | is telling just as much against the Bond 
on the spot to settling their difficulties. | as against the party in power; and I 
But if either takes to looking to agitation | expect that the reason why we have had 
over here, it will prevent that combina- | no protests is that the Bond party them- 
tion and growing together on the spot. | selves feel that if the Constitution were 
But is it over sanguine to imagine a | left in full operation they would not get 








settlement so just and impartial that | I take these elections 
such a combination should be created ? | 
An Amendment was formerly moved | 
on this side of the House, and a statement | 
about the settlement was made by the | 
Colonial Secretary, which was accepted 
with practical unanimity in this House. 
The Amendment was thereupon with- 
drawn at the request of my right hon. 
friend the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs. 


Mr. DILLON : What came of it ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: The war 
has gone on, but I am dealing with what 
may happen when it is over. What 
has happened since that Amendment 
was moved to make us think we are wider 
apart on the settlement ? Two things. 
The first is the suspension of the con- 
stitution in Cape Colony. ‘Suspension 
of the Constitution ” has an ugly sound, 
and it must naturally be regarded with 
suspicion. It must be so. But what I 
would lay stress upon is that we have it 
before us as a temporary measure, which 
excites no protest in the Cape Colony 
itself ; and if it excites no protest there, 
I am not prepared to make it the subject 
of protest here. But I dwell on this— 
the suspension must be temporary ; 
otherwise your Government in the Cape 
must tend to become arbitrary ; and if 


you once carry the suspension so long as | 


to have discontent excited, the mere 
existence of discontent makes it more 
difficult to resume the constitutional situ- 
ation afterwards. If I thought that the 


fair play under it. 
as an instance of the sort of thing which 
may render the suspension of the Con- 
stitution justifiable. As to the con- 
ditions of peace, I agree that before the 
| war is over it is very much better to 
| promise less than you find yourself able to 
| perform afterwards. I believe it is right 
| to keep on the safe side. Unconditional 
isurrender I do not believe to exist. 
| Take, for example, a Boer general asking 
| whether, if he lays down his arms, his 
life will be spared. In that case you 
| would not ask unconditional surrender. 
'But there are certain deductions to 
|}which the right hon. Gentleman has 
‘laid himself open by the controversial 
tone which he has adopted. As to the 
/conditions of peace, the last word was 
|that Lord Kitchener was told that the 
terms previously offered were cancelled 
because they were refused. but that he 
was to transmit to the Government at 
home any further offers if such were 
made to him, but he was not to invite 
further offers. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Hear, hear. 
Sir EDWARD GREY: I should like 


to know if that order is still in force. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 





Strr EDWARD GREY: Then the 
‘unconditional surrender of the right hon. 
| Gentleman is not what it was made out 
‘to be. That condition does not. really 
|exist. But why did the negotiations 
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break down? The hon. Member for; amnesty would conduce to a prolongation 
Carnarvon said that it was hecause of the | of the war, but you should set no limit 
ditference between Lord Kitchener’s | after the war to the prerogative of mercy 
terms and those finally sanctioned by |if the general feeling in the country is 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies. | such as to convince you of its justice. 
I do not always wish to agree with my} Complete independence is what the 
hon. friend ; but on this oceasion I do} Boers have always held for. Look 
wish that I could agree with him. If 1/at the situation after the settlement 
could take the view that the compara-| of Majuba. Here for years we have been 
tively slight difference between these | believing that the settlement after 
two sets of terms was the deciding in-| Majuba was a peace-making settlement. 
fluence in the minds of the Boers whether | What was it in the minds of the Boers } 
to carry on the war or not, I should feel | The settlement was a grudging one, which 
that the cause of the war was at least | did not go far enough. While I think 
much less deeply rooted than I believe it | it was perfectly natural the Boers should 
to be. I believe that the one thing, and cling to that complete independence, 
the one thing only, which was an obstacle | events have shown that that complete 
to peace in this matter was the determina-| independence is impossible with our 
tion of the Boers to have full and com-| position in South Africa, and the only 
plete independence. One other thing | thing the Government has to do is to 
there may have been, and that is the | concentrate attention on the prose- 
question of amnesty. When these nego- | cution of the war with the utmost energy. 
tiations were taking place, what werc'the |We have heard a great deal about the 
penalties to which those who had re-| taxes imposed on the mines. There is the 
belled would be liable after the war was | land question as well as the mining ques- 
over? They were very slight penalties. | tion. Do not let us have any wild talk 
After the war was over, under the Act | about the land question. Gentlemen 
then im force, the ringleaders were only | talk about confiscation. Confiscation 
to have a certain amount of imprison-| cannot possibly promote conciliation 
ment, and the rank and file five years’ | between the two nations. Do not let us 
disfranchisement. [I do not think that | talk about making a British majority on 
was a real obstacle in the mind of the! the land against the Dutch, but let us 
Boers. We are told that the Act has bear in mind that if you are to have the 
expired while the war is going on, and | conciliation of the two races it will be pro- 
that under martial law of course the | moted by their living side by side, and it is 
penalties may be very severe. [ agree | desirable that, though you cannot have a 
that while the war is going on it would | British majority on the land, you‘should 
be suicidal to make a general offer of | have a British settlement on the land 
amnesty. When men are continually as much as is possible. After the war 
joining the enemy in Cape Colony it | is over you have to repair the ruin which 
would be absolutely impossible to make the war has caused on the land. There 
such an offer. But after the war is over, | are two ways to do it. One is by liberal 
unless absolute crimes have been com-| grants to those who find themselves in 
mitted, I certainly think the right hon. | poverty and distress who are capable of 
Gentleman might say that capital punish- | resuming their farms and carrying on 
ment is not to be imposed for any legiti-| their work. You will have to do that 
mate acts of war. I have always felt that liberally. You cannot face the situation 
your first business after the war is to of numbers of people returning to their 
make reparation to those who have | homes unless you do something in that 
fought for you and suffered for you. | way. Deal liberally with the burghers 
Penalties you must impose upon those | who wish to be established in their homes 
who have fought against us, being our, and who accept the necessity of the 
own subjects, after the war, but those | situation. But you will find others so 
penalties which you inipose may be such weighed down by distress, perhaps some 
as to be mitigated and modified after-| so disappointed in their spirit by all that 
wards, and that mitigation or modi- has happened, who prefer to be relieved 
fication is likely to conduce to peace. , of the situation by selling their property 
At the present time a general promise of | —if so, I do not see why those properties 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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should not be acquired and made available 


for settlers, British and colonial. I advo- | 
cate this not because I look for a British | 


majority on the land. I advocate it 
because I believe in the Boer not having 
a rooted racial animosity. 
mosity there is. I admit that he hates 
the capitalist. The burgher looks with 
suspicion and distrust on an industrial 
development which he does not under- 
stand, and with which he will never 
come into contact. But I believe if 
the Boer finds a white man on the land 
side by side with him engaged in the 
same pursuits and occupations, all the 
testimony goes to show that he soon falls 
into friendly relations with him. He 
accepts him at once as a fellow-creature. 
I was told only the other day by a gentle- 
man who had seen service in South Africa 
that he met a Boer of high military 
position who was firmly convinced that 
if the Boers failed in this war they would 
be put on the same footing as the natives. 
I can quite understand how that idea 
got into his head. We talk of British 
supremacy. We also talk about the 
natives as people who have equal rights— 
not political rights—as a man with the 
white man. I can therefore understand 
the Boer getting it into his head that 
what we want is British supremacy, and 
that the Boer is to be put on equal 
terms with the native. That is why I 
desire that the question of land settle- 


ment should receive more attention than | 


has yet been given to it. I plead for it, 
not for political ascendancy, because | 
believe in that is to be found the means 
by which reconcilement between the two 
races may be brought about. Suppose 
it costs £2,000,000—what is that, if the 
money is used wisely to repair the 
damage? How much more willingly 
would we vote this. 

In conclusion, Sir, let me say this. 
I have had to deal with more con- 
troversial matter than I hoped to do 
when I came down to the House. I[ 
expected a different kind of debate. The 
first thing before us is to bring the war 
to a finish. I should like to see the war 
cease. No amount of controversy will 
make a settlement. If there is contro- 
versy on one side there will be controversy 
on the other. That is why I have been so 
disappointed with the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman this evening. If he 
will only return to the tone of his speech 
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[of last December and endeavour not to 
evoke passion then I believe there is a 
prospect, when once the war is over, of 
substantial agreement between the two 
parties as to the lines of the settlement. 
I accept the position that you cannot 
| immediately have representative govern- 
| ment, and there must be an interval, but 
I look on the guarantee of representative 
government in the future for an inflow 
of the non-Dutch element into these 
colonies after the war is over. That is 
the real security for representative 
government, and it is precisely because of 
the absence of that element that you 
cannot have representative govern- 
ment now. If you have representative 
government there must be a real represen- 
tation of the normal population. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It is 


Kitchener’s proposal. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: 1 doubt if 
| Lord Kitchener believes in the possi- 
| bility of immediate _ self-government. 
| There must be an intermediate state of 
'things with an early, almost immediate, 
‘creation of municipalities, and of public 
opinion, and the disturbance as little 
as possible of local customs, law, and 
practice, leading eventually to that self- 
government which we all desire to see 
established as soon as possible. 





Lord 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
'I had no intention of intervening in 
this debate, and my intervention now 
will be of the briefest possible character. 
I have been moved to say a few words 
by the speech we have listened to from 
the front Opposition bench. I differ- 
entiate that speech from the speech of 
the Colonial Secretary in this way, that 
while they both had apparently the 
same object in view, the one speech 
at any rate is a candid and thorough- 
going, if a somewhat brutal, exposition 
of the policy of the Government. The 
speech we have just listened to on the 
front Liberal bench has been half- 
hearted and very far indeed from a 
thoroughgoing exposition of the same 
policy. I must confess that I could 
not help feeling the humiliation which, 
in my opinion, has come upon the Liberal 
party in this matter when they had 
to sit silent and listen to a speech of that 
‘character from one of their leaders. 
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Phe hon. Gentleman’s speech was 
inconsistent from beginning to end. 
The end of his speech was a plea for 
conciliation and peace, and the first 
part of his speech was an approval of 
the doctrine of the Colonial Secretary 
that things had come to such a pass in 
South Africa now that for the remainder 
of the war lenient measures were to be 
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thrown to the winds, and that no quarter | 


should be given, and that, forsooth, 
the Boers who are now fighting in the 
field for their hearths and homes and 
liberties are brigands, and should be 


treated as brigands, and that capital | 


punishment was to become more frequent. 
What a hollow mockery that a Liberal 
statesman should stand up in. this 
House and in one breath advocate a 
policy of peace and conciliation in South 
Africa and in the next breath advocate 
as the policy to bring about that happy 
result capital punishment in a dignified 
manner. It seems to me that after the 
speech of the Colonial Secretary the 
future is perfectly plain. It is absolutely 
clear that it is the policy of the Govern- 
ment, the policy with which the 
hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 


agrees, that in South Africa this war | 


is to be ended in only one way, and that 


is by carrying out a policy of absolute | 


extermination. We are told that no 
terms are to be offered to the foe in 
the field. We are told that these men 
are to be hunted down and exterminated, 
and that they are to be 


brigands. It seems to me that any 
man in South Africa who has any 
spark of the spirit of a free man left 


in him must, in the face of this 
declaration, fight this war out to 
the bitter end. The Colonial Secretary 
has given an account of the monthly 
returns of Lord Kitchener, showing that 
the Boer forces are becoming rapidly 
diminished—2,000 a month, I think he 
said—but he did not mention the num- 
ber or magnitude of the British losses 
month by month. The British 
month by month are still so large that 
it is an absolute farce and delusion to 
speak of this either as a guerilla war or 
as simply the work of brigands. These 
men are suffering, their numbers are being 
diminished, but they are fighting for a 


k ysses 
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/now have come from the Front Benches 
(on both sides—they understand that 
‘there is no future before them, except 
extermination. In the face of that, J 
believe they will continue this struggle, 
and as representing a body of men in this 
Ilouse who have, at any rate, been per- 
fectly consistent in this matter from the 
start to the finish, I pray God that their 
resistance may be strengthened, and that 
the Conservative policy of extermination, 
and what has masqueraded to-night as 
the Liberal policy of the dignified gallows 
will equally fail, and that in the end, in 
South Africa, what happened in the 
| American colonies may be repeated, and 
that the result may be that South Africa, 
| sooner or later—and I believe it will come 
|in the lifetime of many of us—will take 
its vengeance on this country and on this 
brutal policy, by separating itself alto- 
gether from the Empire which has 
deluged it in blood and ruin, and erecting 
itself into an independent State. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that the 
suspension of the Constitution of the 
Cape had excited a protest which this 
|eountry could not afford to overlook. 
Reference had been made to the number 
of Boers in the field, and the Colonial 
Secretary had told the House how that 
force had been depleted. They had, 
| however, been told by those who were in 
the best position to judge that the ranks 
‘of the Boers had been considerably 
strengthened by recruits from Cape 
| Colony, and the Boer forces had been 
added to much more rapidly than they 
| had been depleted by the British forces. 
‘Why were those men in Cape Colony 
|rebelling ? It was not because they 
| were brigands. but simply because they 
| loved their kith and kin who were being 
trampled upon across the Vaal River, 
'and because they resented the methods 
'by which they were being treated in 
| Cape Colony. The right hon. Gentle 
|man had made a great deal of the fact 
'that the railways and certain centres of 
‘industry had to be protected by the 
British troops. But what were those 
‘centres of industry? The inhabitants 
‘of South Africa existed chiefly by the 
|farming industry, but the areas, being 





| protected by the British troops, were not 


great principle, and by the declarations | the districts in which farming was carried 


made in this House—declarations which | 


Mr. John Redmond. 


on. The districts being protected were 








1165 


those 
exist 
Secre 
than 
that 
secul 
Tran: 
He 
Secre 
game 
know 
captu 
into 
fore, 
the ¢ 
the r 
of life 
nesse 
refer 
the ( 
as be 
settle 
issue 
tingw: 
there 
corres 
gave | 
sperit 
Britis 
wrote 
despo 
Gover 
£70 a 
pelled 
rities 
work 
on str 
by ot 
Colon: 
strong 
native 
Nant | 
comm 
were f 
panyit 
the so 
the ne 
nial § 
native 
a sufhi 
It mig 
in cold 
far mc 
death 
mining 
per da 
compe 
that w 








1164 


nches 

that 
xcept 
iat, | 
uggle, 
n this 
| per- 
n the 
their 
| that 
ation, 
rht as 
illows 
nd, in 
n the 
|, and 
frica, 
come 
take 
n this 
alto- 

has 
cting 


; the 
f the 
this 
‘look. 
mber 
lonial 
that 
had, 
re in 
‘anks 
rably 
Cape 
been 
they 
ces. 
lony 
they 
they 
being 
iver, 
hods 
d in 
ntle- 
fact 
es of 
the 
‘hose 
rants 
the 
eng 
> not 


rried 


were 














1165 Supoly—Civil 


those in which the mining industry 
existed, and the speech of the Colonial 
Secretary emphasised more strongly 
than ever the belief he had always held 
that the real object of this war was to 
secure possession of the mines in the 
Transvaal. 

He wished to 
Secretary that two could play at the 
game of shooting prisoners. It was well 
known that for every rebel who was 


captured quite ten British soldiers fell | 


into the hands of the enemy. There- 


fore, if the terrible course suggested by | 


the Colonial Secretary was persisted in 
the result would be such a terrible loss 
of life as this generation had not yet wit- 
nessed. He wished for a moment to 
refer to the prospects of prosperity which 
the Colonial Secretary had dwelt upon 
as being necessary towards the true 
settlement of South Africa. In a recent 
issue of the Scotsman, which had dis- 
tinguished itself by its advocacy of the war, 
there was an article written by a special 
correspondent at Johannesburg, and he 
gave some indication of the kind of pro- 
sperity which was being fostered under 


British rule in the Rand district. He 
wrote about miners who, under the 
despotic oligarchy of the Transvaal 


Government, were earning from £40 to 
£70 a month, but who were now com- 
pelled by the military and civil authc- 
rities in Johannesburg to do the same 
work for £15 a month. Those men went 
on strike and their places had been filled 
by other men from the Rand. The 
Colonial Secretary had spoken very 
strongly about the protection of the 
natives, and he had waxed very indig- 
nant at the threat of one of the Boer 
commanders to shoot all the natives who 
were found in arms, or who were accom- 
panying our troops in the field. But if 
the solicitude of the Government about 
the natives was so great then the Colo- 
nial Secretary ought to see that the 
natives employed in the Rand were paid | 
a sufficient wage to enable them to live. 
It might be a terrible thing to be killed 
in cold blood, but in his opinion it was a 


far more serious thing to be starved to | 


death by inches. Men engaged in the | 
mining industry who were paid 3s. 6d. | 
per day in former times were now being 
compelled to work for 1s. per day. If | 
that was the Colonial Secretary's method | 
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of improving the condition of the native 
he should not be at all surprised to find 
in the near future that the native would 
have a word to say on his own behalf. 
The natives could not be induced to go 
|to work in the mines even at 3s. 6d. per 
day, and what must be the prospect when 
| wages had been brought down to less 
than one-third of that sum. He would 
repeat his question upon this subject to 
the Colonial Secretary, in the hope that 
they would have a more satisfactory 
answer. 

One thing he wished to know in 
particular, and that was whether the 
compound system was to be introduced 
into the Rand mining district. It had 
been argued that the compound system 
| was beneficial to the natives, but this was 
a mistake, and under that system the 
natives were compelled to spend their 
}earnings at the company’s stores. If 
| any of those natives attempted to escape, 
'as some of them did at the beginning 
of the present year, they would at once 
be shot down by the soldiers. If that 
system was to be set up again in the 
Transvaal, he thought it would be very 


difficult to discover how the natives 
would benefit by the change. Those 


were points upon which he desired to 
have further information from tlie 
Colonial Secretary. The great reduction 
in the rate of wages in the mining in- 
dustry was not the result of the operation 
of ordinary industrial or economic laws, 
but it was the outcome of ordinances 
which made it a penal offence for the 
employer to pay more than the rate of 
wages stipulated by the military authori- 
ties. That state of things would mean con- 
tinual rebellion and revolt in the Rand 
district, and in the interests of the pacifi- 
cation of the country this matter should 
be attended to by the Government, for 
already the best men who had hitherto 
been at work in the mines had left and 
gvod miners who had been at work in the 
mines both before and during the war 
could not be induced at any cost tu pro- 
ceed to their work by the wages which 
were now being offered. The change 
in the conditions of labour in the Rand 
was a very serious thing, and his com- 
plaint was that the rate of wages in the 
Rand mining district had been so much 
reduced that instead of the miners 


enjoying that state of freedom, security, 
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and comfort, which they had formerly | enter upon a more bitter and a more 
enjoyed they had now been reduced to} bloody stage. He told them that 
a condition of comparative servitude and telegram had been sent out to the Com. 
starvation. The mine owners had never) mander-in-Chief stating that those com- 
made any secret of what they meant, | batants now in the field against us 
for they had stated that they sought were no longer to be treated as belli. 
to drive this country into war. Evi-  gerents but as brigands and rebels, and as 
dently they were determined to have their | men who shot women from behind 4 
way on this point, as they had had on hedge. 
almost every other point. : . " : 
Quite recently in the Johannesburg Mr. J. ( HAMBERLAIN : I did not 
Gazette, which was a Government publi- say that. 
cation, an intimation appeared con-| Mr LOUGH: | hope I shall not be 
cerning the treatment of natives, and one contradicted in this wav. 
of the regulations issued by the respon- 
sible authorities in Johannesburg made; Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: — This is 
it a penal offence for a cab-driver to carry | really too absurd ; I said nothing of the 
a native in his cab, or even to carry one of | kind, or anything approaching it. What 
our Indian subjects. He put it to the | I said was that men who declared they 
Colonial Secretary whether any treat-| would shoot every native, armed or 
ment of the natives by the Boers could be | unarmed, if they carried their threats 
worse than that outlined in the regula- | into execution and were convicted of the 
tion which he had named. Both the | crime, should be submitted to the capital 
natives and the Boers were restricted , penalty. That is what I said. 
in their liberty, and yet it was claimed ‘ 
that England had gone to war partly in Mr. LOUGH said he would deal with 
order to secure better conditions for the | the point mentioned by the right hon. 
natives. And vet in the face of this|Gentleman. In another part of his 
all the old regulations against the natives speech the Colonial Secretary went a 
were heing enforeed and added to by the | great deal further than he had just 
authorities in the Transvaal simply in the asserted. He spoke of Kaftirs who were 
interests of the mine owners. He trusted | found either armed or unarmed in the 
therefore that the House would receive | Service of the Army. There was a 
an assurance from the Colonial Secretary | distinction which the right hon. Gentle 
that the compound system would not be man had not drawn. He wished to know 
permitted under British rule to be estab-, What was the difference between an 
lished in the Rand distriet, and he hoped armed native going with the British 
that steps would be taken to prevent treops and an unarmed native who was 
wages both of coloured and white labour | @¢ting as a scout. 


ping reduoed blow servation pois. | aay. J, CHAMBERLAIN: Dosis 
hon. Gentleman justify these murders ! 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he} 
did not desire to intervene at any length | Mr. LOUGH said that was a narrow 
in the debate which had been carried on | debating point such as those who were 
so long. He thought that in the last opposed to the policy of the Colonial 
speech which had been delivered from | Secretary were accustomed to. The 
the Front Opposition Bench too much announcement that methods of severity 
attention had been paid to the distant were to be adopted was one of the most 
future. The most important phase of this painful that he had ever heard. It was 
question was the serious new step which because such matters as these had not 
was going to be taken, and in his opinion been fully discussed that this country 
this was a subject to which a little more had got into such great difficulties. It 
consideration might very well be given | had generally been found by the Boers 
ty the Committee. The Colonial Secre- | that when a party of British troops had 
tary had made a most appalling state- | been taken prisoners they had been led 
nient, such as he had never heard before. and conducted by Kaffirs. We had 
Ife had told them that this war, bad a: it constantly received telegrams to this 
had heen up to the present, was about to) effect. We had now been told_ by on? 


Mr. Keir Hardie 
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of the Boer generals that if England|used by the Colonial Secretary. The 
continued to employ Kaffirs they would | right hon. Gentleman had stated that 


be subjected to the death penalty. We 
could not shut our eyes altogether to 
the reason which animated the Boer 
generals in adopting this course. It was 
a deplorable thing that this war should 
now enter upon a more bitter stage than 








had been going on for many months 
past. The Colonial Secretary had an- 
nouned to the House that this war was 
going to enter upon a more brutal stage. 
As he had dealt with one announcement 
to which the Colonial Secretary alluded, 


perhaps the right hon. Gentleman wou'd | to justify such a policy. 


‘for the past five months the British 
| troops had been accounting for the Boers 
jat the rate of 2,000 per month. He 
| wished to ask how many of the British 
troops had the Boers accounted for ? 
The right hon. Gentleman had said 
/something about that matter. ‘There 
| were two sides to this business, and if 
/we plunged recklessly into these cruel- 
| ties, then the Boers would be driven to 
| retaliate. He was extremely sorry that 
the right hon. Gentleman had attempted 
He had stated 


forgive him if he criticised other state- that the war must assume a_ harsher 


ments made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man in another part of his speech. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that at the 


end of last year the war ceased to be a| 


regular war and became a guerilla war. 
He now stated that it had ceased to be a 
guerilla war. [An Hon. MemBer: He 
calls it brigandage.]| The hon. Gentle- 
man said that the men in the field against 
us at the present time could only be 


called brigands, and he had also alluded | 


to the practice of shooting women. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: He also said | 


that their treatment would be different. 


Mr. LOUGH said the Colonial Secre- 
tary had also announced that the treat- 
ment of those helligerents in the future 
would be of a more severe character. 


He would ask what had those men done | ‘ z 
| generous in this matter. 


except fight desperately for their liberty ? 
There was no man who had done more 
to justify them in fighting for their 


| Shape, and he had also stated that it must 
| be prosecuted with the greatest possible 
vigour. Surely there was room for 
wiser counsels to prevail. He was very 
glad to hear that the Colonial Secretary 
}agreed with the hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Berwick division when he 
| put it to him that if any offers of peace 
were made by the Boers they would be 
transmitted home and would be con- 
sidered. But why should offers of peace 
not be made continually from both sides ? 


Was England not strong enough ? Were 
we not already in possession of the 
country ? England’ had already got 


possession of the two Boer capitals, and 
we had in those countries an army of 
260,000 men, or at least between ten and 
twenty to one as compared with the Boers. 
Surely we were strong enough to be 
Surely there 
might be something more generous than 


| the attitude which the Colonial Secretar 


liberty than the Colonial Secretary. | 
Three or four years ago, when they never | 


imagined that England would be led into 
this war, the Colonial Secretary warned 


those behind him of the character which | 


this war would assume if entered upon. 
He told them that it would be ‘‘a long war, 


a bloody war, and a costly war.”” Every- | 
thing which the Colonial Secretary had | 
| history to attempt to find a parallel they 


prophesied in this respect had happened. 


Now the right hon. Gentleman com- 
plained that the war had been longer, | 


more bloody, and more costly than he 
had predicted. He appealed in the name 
of humanity to the Government not to 
do anything which would tend to make 


this bitter struggle more awful than it | 


was. 
He wished to examine more closely 
vr . 
some of the arguments which had keen 





had announced. 


Both the Colonial Secretary and the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the Ber- 
wick division agreed that the only way 
to conclude this war was by severity. 
He ventured to assert that there never 
was a war of this kind which was con- 
cluded satisfactorily by methods of 
severity alone. If they looked back into 


would find that when a war had got into 
the shape which this war had assumed, 
when methods of severity had been 
applied, they had absolutely failed. From 
both sides of the House it had been agreed 
that methods of severity should be 
adopted, and he could not help uttering 
a strong protest against the conclusion 
which had been arrived at by oth the 
front benches. It did not appear ‘o him 
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that they were going to have a very good 
division, but he thought that the time 
had come when the Colonial Secretary 
should consider this matter from a more 
patriotic standpoint. He remembered 
the statement being made by an in- 
fluential member of the House that if 
the Colonial Secretary would withdraw 
from the Colonial Office he ‘would be 
taking a step which would more than 
anything else tend to bring this war to a 
close. [Ministerial cries of “ No, no.’ 
Why should a single personality be 
allowed to stand in the way of reconcilia- 
tion between two great countries ? Why 
should such a thing be allowed to con- 
tinue the shedding of blood? He de- 
plored more than anything he had yet 
heard the tone which the right hon. 
Gentleman had adopted in his speech 
that evening. He should unhesitatingly 
support the reduction in the Colonial 
Secretary’s salary which had been moved, 
and in conclusion he appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
whether methods of conciliation might 
not be adopted in order to bring this 
most deplorable contest to a close. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said that before the division took 
place upon this motion he had fully 
expected that some reply would surely 
he given to the points raised by the 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil. He 
also wished to associate himself with the 
sentiments which had fallen from the 
hon. Member for West Islington. The 
Colonial Secretary in his speech this 
evening for the first time declined to 
disclaim responsibility for the military 
policy in South Africa, and for the course 
to be adopted in the future. There was 
one proposition made by the right hon. 
Gentleman which might almost have 
raised Lord Chatham from his grave. 
He alluded to the statement in which the 
Colonial Secretary said he saw no moral 
objection to using armed black troops 
against any white people in the world. 
He only wished that he had been able 


from memory to quote the splendid | 


passage in which Lord Chatham de- 
nounced the infamy of the policy of the 
Government of Lord North in letting 
the Indians of North 


loose savage 


America in the revolutionary war to | 
murder the American farmers who were | 


Mr. Lough 


{COMMONS} 
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then, like the Boers now, struggling for 
their independence. Those words would 
have been extremely appropriate upon 
the present occasion, and they would 
not have been one whit too strong to 
use in condemnation of the policy sug- 
gested by the right hon. Gentleman. 

With regard to the Boers who were 
still fighting in the field, it was, of 
course, plainly justifiable that where 
crimes deserving of capital punishment 
were committed, those who committed 
them should be dealt with in the 
severest manner. But what he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to 
announce was virtually a policy of no 
quarter to those fighting against us. He 
understood the right hon. Gentleman to 
say that he had given instructions to 
deprive of their belligerent rights any 
3oers who entered those areas which 
had been marked out and_ separated 
from the rest of the country within 
the lines of the block-houses. Practically 
this new policy threatened with in- 
stant death those who continued 
to defend their own country. He 
regretted most profoundly that when 
such a speech as that which had been 
made in the House of Commons by the 
Colonial Secretary that evening was 
delivered there was no man on the Front 
Opposition Bench imbued with such a 
sense of honour and a recollection of the 
noblest traditions of Liberalism in the 
past, as to spring to his feet and challenge 
every word of that speech and that policy, 
which he denounced as one of the most 
cruel, the most un-English, and the most 
infamous speeches ever delivered in the 
House of Commons. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said his 
object in moving this reduction was to 
have a discussion upon some of those 
other questions which were under the 
control of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies which had not been discussed 
before during the whole of this session. 


So far he had been unable to get the dis 


cussion which he desired, and under those 
circumstances he begged leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. [Nationalist cries 
of “ No, no.’ 


Mr. DILLON said he had not the 
slightest intention of intervening in the 
debate at all, and he should not have 
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|Gentleman, and had agreed with the 
ordinary action of the Liberal party upon | adoption of capital punishment. He 
this question. It appeared to him that! had risen simply to say that the Irish 
a bogus Amendment had been moved) party had taken a back seat that evening 
from the Liberal benches for the purpose | because they were anxious to allow the 
of smoothing the path of the Colonial | Liberal leaders to challenge themselves 


1173 {2 Aveust 1901} Service Estimates. 


done so had it not been for the extra- 


Supply—Cinil 








Secretary. 


Those hon. Members from | this policy of treating the Boers now in 
Ireland who had resisted this war from | the field as brigands. 


He should advise 


the beginning were of opinion that the | his colleagues to support the Amendment, 
announcement made by the Colonial | because it would give those who had 


Secretary was a most brutal policy, which 
would inevitably lead to fresh horrors, 


in opposition 


throughout adopted a consistent policy 


to the war an opportunity 


the consequences of which would be felt | of recording their protest against a policy 
for many years after they were alldead and | which would be condemned by every 


gone. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 


Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt. Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Claney, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Acland-Hood,Capt SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bayot, Capt. Joscelin2 FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


He was astonished and bitterly 
disappointed on such an occasion as this 
to find the front Liberal bench practically 
empty, and the only Liberal spokesman 
who had taken part in the debate had 
praised the speech of the right hon.| Noes, 154. 





AYES. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Joyce, Michael 
| Labouchere, Henry 


Leamy, Edmund 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 





NOES. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cockrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 70; 
(Division List No. 397.) 


civilised nation throughout the world. 


Question put. 


) 


O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 


O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest, J. 


| Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
White, Patrick(Meath,North) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(Yorks,W.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Lough. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon, A. Ralph D. 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, P. 8. (Warwick, &.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.GRC.Ormsby-(Salop) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 


| Green, WalfordD(Wednesbu’y 
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Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. | 


Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(Londnderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H, (Hanley) 
Heath,James(Statiords, N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hope,J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, Win. (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Kt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 5. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Original question again proposed. 


Mr. 


LABOUCHERE (Northampton) | 


{COMMONS} 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald | 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndhami( Bath) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease,Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Pemberton, JohnS G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert! 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas.Thomson 

Robertson, Herbert ( Hackney) 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 


| Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J, 


Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W,) 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 


| Smith, 1C(Northmb. Tyneside 


Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Stratt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv, 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson,A.Stanley(Yorks,E.R. 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| TELLERS 


FOR THE NOEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 


|} investigation should be burked. The 
Report of the Commission to which the 
Colonial Secretary had affixed his name 
stated that Mr. Rhodes had acted in the 





said that the only reason why he hesi- | 


tated to vote for the motion just disposed 


of was that it was a proposal to reduce | 


the salary of the Colonial Secretary. He | 
held that the right hon. Gentleman 


should have no salary at all, and he should 


most unquestionably take a division on | 


the whole salary. He moved that it be 


reduced by the largest amount possible. | 


Some Members of the Opposition had 


been told that they were encouraging the | 


Boers. Never was a speech made by a 
Minister of the Crown in a case in which 
we were at war with a foreign country 
more likely to encourage that country to 
fight on to the death than the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman. He be- 
lieved the Colonial Secretary had been the 
cause of the war. The Raid was the 
primary cause of the war, but what was 
worse than the Raid was the manner in 
which we had treated it. He was a 
member of {the Commission 
inquired into the circumstances of the 
Raid, and he said deliberately that there 
was a determination, when the solicitor 


of the Chartered Company was in the) 


witness-box, who was prepared to show 


that the right hon. Gentleman was con- | 
nected with the Raid, that all further | 


most disgraceful and the most dis- 
honourable manner, and yet in this 
House, when the Report of the Commis- 
sion was discussed and a gentleman was 
sitting on this bench prepared to produce 
the letters which were not produced to the 
Commission, if the Colonial Secretary said 
one word against Mr. Rhodes, the right 
hon. Gentleman got up and declared that 
Mr. Rhodes was a man of honour. | 
think it was most unfair to the members 
of the Commission, who had agreed with 
the right hon. Gentleman that he should 
'not stand by the Report which he had 
signed, and that he should repudiate 
it absolutely in this House. It was done 
because there were such secrets between 
Mr. Rhodes and himself that he thoughtit 
better to accept thet humiliating position 
than to wait for Mr. Hawkesley to pro 
duce the letters. 


which | 


| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL agreed with 
every word the hon. Member for North- 
ampton had said. He believed that the 
war and its accumulated horrors were 
directly due to the Colonial Secretary. 
So long as that gentleman was in the 
Colonial Office or the Ministry there 


' 
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would be bloodshed in Africa, because | 


in Africa it was believed that the right 


hon. Gentleman was in the power and in | 
the hands of Mr. Cecil Rhodes. He wou!d | the Prime Minister. 


remind the House of what occurred. 
This atrocious and abominable raid took 
place on the 31st December,:1895. Mr. 


Rhodes on the 6th February following, | 


dribbling with the blood of the raid, 
went to the Colonial Office and had an 
interview of over three hours with the 
Colonial Secretary. On that day week, 
Mr. Rhodes having safely gone off to 
Africa, he came to the Table of the House 
and stated that Mr. Rhodes was wholly 
innocent of the raid. On the 27th June. 
1897, the Colonial Secretary stated 
that Mr. Rhodes, who had proved false 
as a Prime Minister of his Sovercign, 
who had deceived the Cape Parliament, 
and who had deceived the Imperial 
Parliament, was a man of unscrupulous 
honour. [Laughter.] He thought Mr. 
Rhodes’s honour was rather unscrupulous. 
When the right hon. Gentleman gave 
Mr. Rhodes that character a gentleman 
was present with the Hawkesly letters, 
which would prove his complicity in the 
raid up to the hilt, and the right hon. 
Gentleman knew that they would be 
produced there and then if he did not 
toe the line. When Mr. Rhodes was in 
this country he did not repudiate it. 
Mr. Rhodes told the Tory Member for 
the Knutsford Division of Cheshire that 
the Colonial Secretary knew everything 
about the whole conspiracy against the 
liberties of the Transvaal which culmi- 
nated in the raid. The statement was 
communicated to Lord Salisbury,who had 
an interview with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Birmingham and 
the Member for the Knutsford Division. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is 
really too absurd. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that 
when the hon. Gentleman told the story, 
so far from denying it, all the Colonial 
Secretary said, referring to Mr. Rhodes, 
was “ Traitor, traitor, traitor !”’ 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
usually reply to statements of this kind, 
but as the hon. Gentleman has brought 
this into the House of Commons, | 
must say that there is not a word of 
truth in the whole story. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he would 


be delighted to hear next morning what 
the Member for the Tattan Division told 
In any matter of 
controversy between the Colonial Secre- 
tary and the Tory Member for the 
Tattan Division, he should believe the 
ry. 

Tory Member. 
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*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) called 
attention to the action of the Colonial 
Secretary with regard to affairs in 
Malta. A Blue-book dealing with this 
important subject had just been issued, 
and he regretted to find these words in 
the last despatch— 

‘fn view of the opposition of the Council, 
there appears to be no prospect of raising this 
amount by loan, and it will therefore be neces- 
sary to have recourse to additional taxation.” 
This seemed to indicate that Malta was 
in future to be governed by Orders in 
Council, and not by the measures of the 
representative Government that had 
been given toit The language question 
in Malta had assumed proportions now 
which it had not assumed for the last 
twenty years. It would be in the 
recollection of the Members of the Com- 
mittee that that was due more than 
anything else to the Order in Council 
formulated two years ago, which declared 
that at the end of fifteen years the 
English language should become the 
language of the courts in Malta. In 
considering that Order in Council they 
had also to bear in mind the words 
of the covering despatch, dated 15th 
March, 1899. The words of the Colonial 
Secretary were— 

“Her Majesty’s Government are confident 
not only that this change will be for the best 
interests of the people of Malta, but that in 
making this announcement . . they 
are anticipating the wishes of the great 
majority of the population.” 

The proper course to take would be to 
endeavour to meet the wishes of the 
population in this matter. It was a 
well-known fact that when Malta came 
under the protection of Great Britain, it 
did so on the express understanding that 
all its rights should be protected, and 
amongst those rights came the right 
of conserving the language, which the 
Maltese people considered absolutely 
necessary for their own prosperity. In 
the year 1831 the Government attempted 
to draw up a code of laws compiled 
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in the English language. That was 
strongly opposed by the Maltese people, 
and in the result the King withdrew that 
code and ordered that the laws should be 
drawn up in the Italian language. In 
the year 1880 two reports were drawn 
up by Sir Patrick Keenan and Sir 
Penrose Julyan, to which he directly 
attributed the trouble which had now 
arisen. In his opinion, the proper way to 
educate the people was to educate them 
through their own language, and he 
thought that Maltese children should be 
educated in the lower standards through 
their own language, even if that language 
happened to be a dialect, and having 
completed the elementary stage, then the 
children should have the option of 
learning either Italian or English after- 
wards. A free choice was not left to the 
people of Malta, for at the end of fifteen 
years, dating from March, 1899, it was 
proposed to make the English language 
the only language in the law courts. 
What they had now placed before them 
was that at the end of these fifteen 
years English was to be the official 
language, because it, and it alone, would 
be used in the law courts. 

An important meeting upon this sub- 
ject took place in Malta on the 5th of 
May. The number of people attending 
that meeting was said to be 30,000, but 
supposing there were only some 10,000 
or 15,000 people at that meeting, it was 
an important event, showing that the 
people of Malta took considerable interest 
in this question, and it showed that they 
considered that this proposal to make 
English the official language was a real 
grievance. That meeting was of a 
strongly representative character, and 
amongst those who attended were the 
heads of the principal religious orders in 
Malta, and almost every section of the 
community was represented. They had 
been told that this was a question which 
only affected the legal fraternity, but this 
was not so, for at the meeting alluded to 
and at other meetings which had been 
held upon the subject all classes of the 
community had protested against the 
course which had been adopted. He 
admitted that the legal element were well 
represented, but this language question 
had invariably been one of the most 
important planks in the platform of the 


{COMMONS} 


1180 
(there had never been a member of the 
| governing council returned who had not 
| been pledged to the retention of the 
| Italian language. It had been said that 
| very few of the inhabitants of Malta had 
recorded their votes at the elections, but 
the Colonia} Secretary was not entitled 
/on that account to say that the Govern- 
ment programme was approved of by 
the people. 

The root question at the bottom of all 
this was whether the Maltese people were 
a race upon whom the English language 
would sit naturally and _ favourably. 
From the position and the habits of the 
people of Malta he was inclined to think 
|that their interests were much more 
concerned in the spread of the Italian 
language rather than of the English lan- 
guage. He was not at all opposed to the 
learning of the English language by the 
Maltese, and even the elected members 
of the Council of Malta did not take up 
that view. What he did say was that 
no undue preference should be given 
‘to the English language by means of 
| Orders in Council, which made the 
English language the official language 
in the law courts. Malta was one of the 
most densely populated islands in Europe, 
and frequently the surplus population 
had to emigrate. As a rule the Maltese 
people emigrated to Tunis and other 
places where a knowledge of Italian 
would be very useful. At the beginning 
of the present iniquitous war in South 
Africa the Italians were supposed to be 
the only supporters in Europe of the 
English policy, but this question of the 
English language in Malta had materially 
helped to turn the Italian people against 
this country. Unless they allowed the 
Italian language a fair field in Malta 
they would undoubtedly create a state 
of affairs which might arouse the 
passions of the people. He did not wish 
to see England involved in trouble with 
the Maltese people, and he, therefore, 
appealed to the Colonial Secretary not 
to pursue the policy which had recently 
been initiated. If this policy was pur- 
sued, he believed the only result would 
be that a most unfortunate state of 
things would arise in Malta. 

As an Irishman desirous of reviving 
his own native language, he was in the 
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position to appreciate how greatly this 


popularly-elected representatives of the | language question must appeal to the 
Maltese people. For over twenty years | Maltese people, and he felt more keenly 


Mr. Boland. 
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how important it was that the greatest | is a kind of Arabic. It is not, I am told, 
freedom in this matter, as in all others, | a literary language, but a conversational 
should be given to the Maltese people. language. It is not like the Irish lan- 
The language question lay at the bottom guage, at any rate, which is a literary 
of all their troubles in Malta, and if they language. The Italian language, about 
would only settle this question satisfac- which the hon. Member speaks, is as 
torily, Malta would return to that com- foreign to them as Greek, and almost as 
parative prosperity which it enjoyed foreign as Greek is to the Irish. Nobody 
until the Colonial Secretary formulated has ever thought for a moment that 
those Orders in Council which had there should be intervention to prevent 
brought disorder into the island of Malta, the Maltese from using the Maltese 
and which had partly obliterated the good language, but inasmuch as Malta has a 
work which had been done in that island comparatively small population—only 
during the preceding eighty or ninety 180,000 people—and inasmuch as if they 
years. He felt that the language ques- only knew the Maltese language they 
tion was bound up with the future would be confined to a very small sphere, 
success of the Maltese people, and he, it is recognised by the Government and 
therefore, felt justified in objecting to every friend of the Maltese that it is 
the Vote for the Colonial Secretary’s | desirable that they should learn another 
salary. He wished to associate himself Janguage. Then the question is, what 
with those who had condemned the jis the other language which they are to 
action of the Colonial Secretary with learn? What I desire is that a free 
regard to the South African War. It choice should be given to the people, and 
was with a feeling of the greatest regret that is exactly what the Government 
that he heard the speech of the hon. have done. We, some years ago, said to 
Baronet the Member for Berwick. It the Maltese people, “ It is clearly in your 
was a speech which would have come jnterest to learn some language in addi- 
better from the bench opposite. ‘tion to Maltese. All the primary in- 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am in-| *t?uction up to the second standard is 


clined to condule with the hon. Member, | Staltes oe sei nee aaggttle=s 
who has raised a question of some im-|*)*°S@> DUD alter phat Ny is Cesire 
portance and interest at a time when it | that your children should learn another 
is impossible to do full justice to it. a Se ee 
admit his right to raise the question, iia? cok aa eaihaian aad a 
and I appreciate the very moderate | “8 a pyr wtp " I think it cs 
language in which he has put his case, | srry idee ve child aula. eae i 
and although he has done me some | the parents of children in the schools 
y ‘chose English. Under extraordinary 


injustice, I believe, after all, we are not | Hee 
; 1 : . |pressure by a few Italianised Maltese 
very far apart. 
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I believe there is a) ‘ ; 
certain confusion in his mind; although | that proportion has been slightly reduced, 
it seems to me that he has given a little 
time to the study of the Blue-book, I 
doubt whether he is fully acquainted 
with the state of things. For instance, 
he says that part of his interest in this 
matter is his desire to revive what he 
calls his own language in Ireland—the 
Irish language. I certainly do not 
quarrel with him in regard to that, if it 
is desirable to revive the Irish language 
in Ireland. But if that is all he desires 
in Malta there is absolutely no reason for 
his intervention here to-night. The 
language in Malta, which corresponds to 
what the hon. Gentleman calls the Irish 
language in Ireland, nobody has ever 
thought of interfering with in any way 
whatever. The language of the Maltese 
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| but even now, when every pressure has 
| been brought to bear and every mis- 
| statement made to induce the Maltese 
parents to change their minds, it still 
remains a fact that 80 per cent. of 
Maltese parents have chosen English. 
Does the hon. Member desire to interfere 
in any way, directly or indirectly, with 
the free choice of the Maltese people ? 
It is for the freedom of choice of the 
Maltese people that we are contending. 
We do nut mind, if they prefer Italian, 
that they should learn Italian: but if 
they prefer English we claim that they 
should be able to learn English. 


*Mr. BOLAND said his whole conten- 
tion was that the substitution in the law 








courts of English for Italian at the end 
2U 
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of fourteeti years put the Maltese people! Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I honestly 


practically under compulsion to adopt | believe I am meeting the wishes of the 
English. | people. That is my first point, and my 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is not | Second point is that the gentlemen who 
are called the elected members for Malta 
represent only a fraction of the popula- 
tion. Out of a population of 180,000 
only 10,000 have votes, and out of these 
10,000 very few take the trouble to vote, 
|and that is the extent of the representa- 
tive character of these gentlemen; who 
are most of them connected with the 
courts. [| am not complaining, but they 
have a prejudice for the language they 
| have been brought up to use in the 
‘courts. They cannot claim to represent 
‘the majority of the people of Malta; 
and, above all, it appears to me, they can- 
not claim to represent the parents of the 
children, because those parents have no 
| vote for the Government. If I had time 
'I could amuse the House by reading 
statements from those elected gentlemen. 
They complain that they have been mis- 
governed ever since the English took 


because you propuse that fourteen years | 
hence the language of the courts, which | 
is at present a foreign language, should 
be changed for another language, that | 
pressure has been brought’ on the 
Maltese people. I will tell the hon. Mem- 
ber why the Maltese people have chosen | 
English. It is because: it is distinetly to 
their material advantage. In former 
days the trade of the Maltese was with 
Italy. If the Maltese changed their 
domicile, it was to go to Sicily, or possibly 
to the mainland of Italy for employment : 
but that has been all changed from a 
natural cause. We have been there as | 
holders of an important fortress in the 
Mediterranean, and we _ have been 
pouring hundreds, and _ thousands, 
and millions of pounds into the 
island. We have raised the island to an 
extraordinary state of prosperity. There 
is no population whatever in the Mediter- | possession of Malta, and that they are now 
ranean which can be compared in the | little better than the population of 
matter of material prosperity with the |Smyrna. Anything more contrary to 
people of Malta. At the present time | fact cannot be conceived. They are 
the wages of the ordinary labourer is | lively, cheerful, and good workers. As 
3s. per day, which is equal to the highest | far as I am able to judge, both from what 
pay of the purely agricultural labourer | I have seen and from what I know from 
in this country. The wages of the skilled | other quarters, they are perfectly cheerful 
labourer varies from 3s. to 6s. per day, | and contented, as they may well be, seeing 
and under these circumstances it is not | that under our rule their prosperity has 
likely that the stream of traffic and | possibly been doubled. There have been 
commerce will continue with Italy, where | several meetings in Malta. According 
wages are 1 franc per day for the agricul- to the Gazzetta in Malta, which is the 
tural labourer and 1} to 2 francs per day | official organ of the elected assembly, 
for the skilled labourer. All the tempta- | these meetings consist of many thousands. 
| The Governor of Malta has taken photo- 
selves more useful to English employers graphs of the meetings, and when the 
in Malta; and also to have the opper- | meetings are photographed they appear 
tunity, if they wish to leave the country, | to be exceedingly small. ‘There was one 
to go to other English-speaking countries | at which a great number of people 
where they can obtain similar wages. | attended. I do not know whether there 
The hon. Member did not do me quite | were 10,000—there might be even 
justice and was probably not acquainted | more, but I wish to call the attention 
with the facts. That is my view of the | of the Committee to the inducements to 
prosperity of Malta, which apparently, | attend the meeting. One statement 
according to his information, had been | was that the English Government were 
considerably reduced. contemplating the suppression of the 
*Mr. BOLAND said his statement was | Maltese religion—that is the Catholic 
that by not meeting the wishes of the religion. There is no doubt whatever 
people with regard to this language | that the Maltese are most strenuous 
difficulty we were endangering any | Catholics. We have from the ps 
prosperity that might be hoped for in the respected their religious feelings an 
future. prejudices, and we continue to do 80. 


Mr. Boland. 


tion is to learn English to make them- 











Or 
cle: 
cor 
] 
is d 
wh 
ima 
fere 
Thi 
whe 
hav 
the 
whi 
stra 
and 
for 
beer 
hith 
go 1 
Indi. 
whil 
of \ 
draw 
only 
lang 
Malt: 
Italia 
of m 
they 
with 
these 
exags 
Malte 
advoc 
tirely 
site ir 
shoul 
have 
that i 
in thi 
paren 
would 
after § 
bear, 
Malta 
should 
is on | 
mined 


...0f a fe 


be allo 


1184 


1estly 
f the 
d my 
- who 
Malta 
ypula- 
0,000 
these 
vote, 
senta- 
who 
1 the 
they 
they 
the 
esent 
alta ; 
can. 
f the 
ye no 
time 
iding 
men, 
mis 
took 
» NOW 
n of 
'y to 
are 
As 
what 
from 
erful 
eeing 
y has 
been 
rding 
; the 
nbly, 
ands. 
hoto- 

. the 
pear 

5 one 
eople 
there 
evel 
ntion 
its to 
ment 
were 
the 
holic 
tever 
uous 
first 
and 

) 80. 


1185 {2 AucusT 1901} Service Estimates. 1186 


Representations were’ made that the | not be allowed to bring all the administra- 
proposals of the Government with regard | tion of Government to a standstill simply 
to English were an insidious attempt to | because we will not yield to their demands. 
be followed up by an attack upon their /I honestly believe that in taking this 
religion. An assurance has been given | course we are meeting the wishes of the 
to the hierarchy in Malta that nothing of | people of Malta, and giving to them the 
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the kind has been or will be attempted, 


at all events by the present Govern- | 


ment, and we have taken care in the 
Order in Council to make it perfectly 
clear that in all cases in which religion is 


concerned there is no possible interference. | 


I am inclined to think this opposition 
is due to the selfish action of a few lawyers 
who, because they do not know English, 
imagine that their business will be inter- 
fered with by this Order in Council. 
This is a question of what is best for the 
whole of the people of Malta. Those who 
have got up this agitation in Malta told 
the people that England was a country 
which at the present time was in great 
straits, that her middle classes were poor, 
and that England was seeking an outlet 
for her starving population. 
been telling the Maltese people that 
hitherto Englishmen had been forced to 
go to Australia and Canada and_ to 
India, where the climate was very bad, 
while it was well known that the climate 
of Malta was delicious. The inference 
drawn from all this rhetoric is that if 
only the English language became the 
language of Malta—the language of 
Malta at present being Maltese and 
Italian—it would lead to the emigration 
of more Englishmen to Malta, where 
they would compete for employment 
with the Maltese people. I only state 
these facts to show the curious form of 
exaggeration taken up in the Island of 
Malta by those gentlemen who are 
advocating the Italian language. I en- 
tirely agree with the hon. Member oppo- 
site in his desire that the people of Malta 
should be consulted in this matter. We 
have evidence which cannot be gainsaid 
that if the Maltese people were let alone 
in this matter quite 98 per cent. of the 
parents of the children in the schools 
would choose English ; and even now, 
after great pressure has been brought to 
bear, 80 per cent. of the population of 
Malta desire that their second language 
should be English and not Italian. It 
is on these grounds that we have deter- 
mined that the rather factious endeavour 


...of a few members of the Council shall not 


be allowed to succeed, and that they shall 


They had | 


| . 
language they desire to have. 


| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
| Hamlets, Poplar) appealed to the Colonial 
| Secretary upon a future occasion, when 
| there was a likelihood of such a question 
being brought forward, to give hon. 
Members a better opportunity of con. 
sidering this matter by issuing the Blue- 
| books on the subject somewhat earlier. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I could not 


| do it. 

| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the 
| course which had been taken was some- 
| what inconvenient to hon. Members. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Every en- 
deavour was made to secure the publica- 
tion of the Blue-books at the earliest 
| possible moment, but this could not be 
| done until the correspondence came to an 
end. Therefore it is not my fault, for | 
have been pressing for their publication 
| almost every day. 

| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said it was 
| very inconvenient, because they had to 
discuss this question upon what the 
right hon. Gentleman had stated, instead 
of upon the direct evidence in the Blue- 
books. Certainly upon the statement 
made by the right hon. Gentleman he 
was not prepared to oppose his policy. 
The Colonial Secretary had stated that 
the majority of the people of Malta were 
in favour of the course adopted by the 
Government, but unfortunately they 
had no means of discovering what was 
the state of public opinion in this matter. 
As regarded the position put before the 
Committee by the right hon. Gentleman, 
it came under two heads. In the first 
place, in reference to the question of the 
abolition of Italian, it amounted to this : 
The Maltese language would be learned 
by all the children, because it had been 
found that to endeavour to teach these 
children two foreign languages in the 
first instance besides Maltese would 
prove very ineffective. Consequently, 
they would be first taught Maltese, and 
then given the choice of Italian or Eng- 
lish. He, for one, had no objection to 
that option being given. With regard to 
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making English the language of the law 
courts, he understood that hitherto 
Italian was the language in the law 
courts. The whole question, he under- 
stood, arose because an English official 
was asked to sign a document in Italian, 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON asked if at 
the end of fifteen years anyone would 
be allowed to conduct proceedings in 
the law courts in the Italian language. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I do not 
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think that will be necessary, for I do not 


and he declined, and on the strength of | think there will be anyone at the end 
that it was decided that English should | of fifteen years desirous of conducting 


be an optional language in the law courts. | 


Considering that Malta was an English 


proceedings in Italian. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said they 


colony, where they allowed the double} would have to wait until the end of 


language, it seemed only right and proper 
that English should be a language used 
in the courts of law in Malta. He wished 
to know if the two languages were to be 
optional in the law courts, and could any 
witness or counsel use English or Italian 
as he liked. He understood that, at the 
end of fifteen years, the English language 
alone would be allowed in the law courts. 
He wished to know exactly what the 
change would be which would take place 
at the end of fifteen years. He should 


be very sorry to see at the end of that | 


period that English was the only language, 
and that Italian would not be allowed to 
be used. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I think | : 
| settled amicably. 


the hon. Member opposite puts the pre- 
sent condition of affairs rather too high. 





fifteen years to see whether that would 
be the case or not. He was sorry that 
the right hon. Gentleman had thought it 
necessary in this case not only to susperd 
the constitution, but also to impose 
a large measure of taxation without the 
assent and without any reference to 
the elected members of the Council. 
He wished to ask the Colonial Secretary 
whether he thought it was necessary 
to raise such a large sum as £300,000 for 
drainage works. The other matters in 
the Vote were urgent, but this particular 
one was not, and it seemed to him to be 
unnecessary irritation to raise such a 
large sum of money for this purpose 
before the language question had been 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said there had 





I do not think we have provided that | already been a Vote on account of the 
English or Italian is optional, but we have | Colonial Secretary's salary, and what 
provided that where an English suitor | Temained amounted to about £4,000. 
is concerned, and where notices have to | Therefore he begged to move that the 
be served on English people, English | Vote be reduced by £4,000 in respect of 
as well as Italian must be used. We| the salary of the Secretary of State for the 
have also given notice that at the expira- | Colonies. ‘ 

tion of fifteen years English will be Motion made, and Question put, 
the official language at Malta, and we “That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
have done this on the assumption that at | £4,000, in respect of the salary of the 
the end of fifteen years quite eighty per | Secretary of State.” —(Mr. Labouchere.) 
cent. of the population of Malta will! The Committee divided :—Ayes, 57; 
understand the English language. | Noes, 137. (Division List No. 398.) 


AYES. 


Doogan, P. C. 

| Duffy, William J. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Jordan, Jeremiah 

Crean, Eugene J oyce, Michael 

Cullinan, J. | Leamy, Edmund 

Daly, James | Lundon, W. 

Delany, William | MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Dillon, John 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Donelan, Captain A. M‘Govern, T. 
Mr. Sydney Bucton. 


Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W-) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 


Supply—Civil 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex F. , 
Agg-Gardner, James Tyate 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W(Leeds 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wor’cr 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 





Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin | 


Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
fisher, William Hayes | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL 


mistake his name had been omitted from 


the “ Ayes.” 


a mistake occurred it could be rectified | 
on the request being made to the Speaker 
He therefore claimed 


or Chairman. 


to have his vote recorded with 


“ Ayes.” 


Toe CHAIRMAN: If the two tellers 


{2 Auaust 1901} 


Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


NOES. 
Fison, Frederick William 


| Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon | 


Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. | 


| Gardner, Ernest | 


Godson,Sir AugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x | 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightsd.) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) | 
Hozier,Hon.JamesHenryCecil. | 
Johnston, William. (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’ns’a 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh( 
Keswick, William 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) | 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milton, Viscount 

Moleswo.th, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


said that by 








the 
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| Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Thomas Bayley. 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. J asper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Pemberton, John §. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie,Rt.Hon.ChasT homson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Rutherford, John % 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col.Edw.J 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Strutt,Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


| Wodehouse,Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath) 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nogs.— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I did not see the hon. Member in 
He understood that when | the lobby, nor did I see him go out. 


Mr. FLAVIN : I can personally testify 
that I saw the hon. Member. 


Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said he 
had had no previous opportunity of ex- 


in the lobby agree that the hon. Member | pressing an opinion as to the South 


should be counted with the “ Ayes,” | 
then of course the alteration will be 
One of the tellers says he did not 
see the hon. Member, and, 


made. 


cannot accept the claim. 


to say 


of course, I 





African War, and he desired therefore 
a few words. 
upon the Colonial Secretary as pri- 
marily responsible for the 
ation of the war. 


He looked 


continu- 
He believed if the 
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Colonial Secretary got no salary they 
would not have the right hon. Gentle- | 
man in that position at all, and the 
direct result would be that there would 
be no war. Hon. Members opposite 
would then commence to see matters in 
their true light, and they would not 
follow the right hon. Gentleman in 
his mad career. He would ‘vote there- 
fore not only for a reduction in the salary 
of the Colonial Secretary, but for his 
exclusion from office altogether if the 
proposal were made. He had in 
Kerry come in contact with soldiers 
who had been serving in the field in 
South Africa, and some of them were | 
not of his own view in politics. They 
testified that the Boers were a brave, 
generous, and kind - hearted _ people. 
These soldiers stated that, if it were, 
not for people here at home, there 
would be no war in South Africa. He} 
believed if they could once get rid of the | 
Colonial Secretary it would be more 
easy to restore peace to the people of | 
South Africa. An Irish patriot once 
turned to the judge who tried him and | 
said that, if all the blood shed by reason 
of his connection with the administra- | 
tion of the law in Ireland could be col- 
lected in one reservoir, he might swim in 
it. The hon. Member would say of the 
Colonial Secretary, what he believed the 
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children of Boer patriots would also say 
of him, that, if all the blood he had 
been the prime means of shedding in 
South Africa could be collected in one 
reservoir, he, too, would be able to swim 
in it. He hoped that, politically speaking, 
not alone would the Colonial Secretary 
swim in it, but that he would be 
drowned in that reservoir, that around 
him there would rise up the spectres 
of the corpses of the gallant Boers 
whom he had been the means of send- 
ing to their death in South Africa, and 
that as the engulfing waves closed above 
his head he would hear ringing in his 
ears the name of an apostate, to recall to 
his mind a career the footsteps of which 
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‘had been marks of desolation and dis- 
| grace. And humanity all the world over 


would say that this would be a just 
retribution for the policy of the right 
hon. Gentleman which culminated in the 
coarse and vulgar speech they had 
heard that evening. 

Mr. FLAVIN rose to speak, when— 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question 


| be now put.”’ 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.”’ 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 133; 
Noes, 61. (Division List No. 399.) 








Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Mr. Murphy. 


AYES. 


| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
| Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.W.) 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


| Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,John(KentFaversh’m 
Hozier,Hn.James Henry Cecil 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


| Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


| Finch, George H. | 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
| Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
| Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 


Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Gol. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, HenryCurrie 
Leveson-G ower, FrederickN.S. 


| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. | 


| Gardner, Ernest 


Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop , 


Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG(Midd’x 


Hanbury,Rt.Hon.RobertWm. | 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milton, Viscount 
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Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Supply—Civil 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) | 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington | 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo.Hamilton | 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn. James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


Original Question put accordingly. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Ansoa, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineF'itzRoy 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J (Mane’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
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| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tynes’e 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


| Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 


| Lundon, W. 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.J.P. (Galway, N.) 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Kendal\TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


Noes, 54. 


AYES. 


Charrington, Spencer. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


, Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


| Fison, Frederick William 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk, 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn | 
Gore,HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salup 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) | 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’4 Univ 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 4 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Malley, Witliam 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, P. (Meath, North) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141 ; 
(Division List No. 400.) 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Md’sex 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent, Faversh.) 
Hozier, Hn.James Henry Cecil 
Johnstcn, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T.\Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott , Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 


! Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S, 
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Mount, William Arthur Smith, HC(North’ mb. Tyneside 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | Parker, Gilbert | Spear, John Ward 
Macartney,Rt.Hn.W.G.Ellison | Pease,Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n | Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Macdona, John Cumming Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Maconochie, A. W. Pemberton, Join S. G. Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Majendie, James A. H. | Percy, Earl Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton _ Pierpoint, Robert Talbot, RtHn J G (Oxf’d Univ. 
Milton, Viscount Platt-Higgins, Frederick Thornton, Percy M. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis Pretyman, Ernest George Valentia, Viscount 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) _—_| Purvis, Robert White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy _| Reid, James (Greenock) Wills, Sir Frederick 

Moore, Wm. (Antrim, N.) Ritchie,Rt.Hon. C. Thomson Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R. 
More,Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney | Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R. Bath) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) Royds, Clement Molyneux Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Morrell, George Herbert Rutherford, John Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | Trrners ror THE Aygs—Sir 
Morrison, James Archibald Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.)| William Walrond and Mr. 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Moss, Samuel | Sharpe, William Edward T. Anstruther. 
NOES. 
Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Gilhooly, James ; O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


| O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O'Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 


Ambrose, Robert 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 





Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 


Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Reddy, M. 

| Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 


Roche, John 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Sullivan, Donal 


White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R.) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 





| O’Brien,Kendal(T:pperary,Mid 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


Duffy, William J. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Resolution to bereported upon Monday section four of the Naval Works Act, 
next; Committee to sit again upon 1896, was insufficient to pay.” 


Monday next. Resolution read a second time. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND called atten- 
|tion to the hour (2.20 a.m.), and said 
| the First Lord would surely not proceed 
| with the consideration of the Report 

“That it is expedient to make! now. He begged to move the adjourn- 
further provision for the Construction ment of the House. 
of Works in the United Kingdom and | 
elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal | 
Navy, and to authorise the issue, 
out at the Consolidated Fund, of such | (Mr. John Redmond.) 
sums, not exceeding in the whole; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
£6,157,000, as may be required for) hon. Gentleman will not persist in his 
those purposes, and to apply the pro-| motion. There is very great necessity 
visions of the Naval Works Act, 1895 to goon with this Order now. This and 
(as to the mode of raising money), to | the following Order (Military Works Con- 
the said purposes, and to authorise the | solidated Fund) are the only two Orders 
Treasury to borrow such sums as have | I propose to take, and really both are in 
been issued for the purpose of the|the nature of formal proceedings. 
Naval Works Acts, 1896 and 1897, | think it isa reasonable request, especially 
and which the surplus applied under | as they must, if they are not taken, have 


NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED 
FUND]—REPORT. 


Resolution reported :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 











the 
lon 


Me 


pu 
Wai 
to 

nis 
bus 
clu 


afte 
per 
pea 
say 
till 
pro 
tim 
was 
oth 
dro 
to t 
cou 
tha 
Sat 
Thi 
sitt: 
Fric 
the: 
of § 
cho 
afte 
that 
pref 
perf 
Lor 
for | 
wit] 
of | 
Gen 
time 
goin 
logic 


*M 
was 


the] 


that 
grou 
objec 
Hou: 
he pi 
long: 


M1 
that 





1196 


yneside 
narks.) 
Strand 


omerset 


ledley 
ster) 
1 Univ. 


R.) 


rk, E.R. 
.( Bath) 
AS 
yeorge 
EsS—Sir 
nd Mr. 


9, S.) 
W.) 


N.) 
:mon,N 


terford) 
N 


North) 
<, W.R.) 
Nors— 
de and 


s Act, 


atten- 
d said 
roceed 
Report 
journ- 


yposed, 
yurn.” 


pe the 
in his 
cessity 
1is and 
cs Con- 
rders 


are in 


gs. 
5 . 
ecially 


.; have 

















1197 Naval Works {2 Avaust 1901} [Consolidated Fund]. 1198 


the result of quite unnecessarily pro | views on the question which the right 
longing the session. 'hon. Gentleman proposed to take, and 


‘ he was quite certain that, if they did go 
Sage ecw patie ~ gabe into it there would be a prolonged dis- 
Membe — “OD. | cussion. The motion of the hon. and 


hein — = 7 ee: hich learned Member for Waterford should 
ais really intolerable, in asking them or ae a eg ge ag So peo 
° i = apa read dai on account of the provocative speech 
oo ft Suppl sieune.d delivered by the Colonial Secretary, and 
business T, - k pt ee sie that was the reason why they had been 
cluded. o ask them to proceed called upon to consider their business 
to other business at half-past two | at such a late hour. Some of his hon. 


after a prolonged sitting would be a | friends took objection to some of the 


perfectly monstrous proposal. It ap-| glauses in the Bill. 
peared to him perfectly preposterous to | 


say that the putting off of these Reports| Mp. A. J. BALFOUR: T! 
till Monday would have the effect of | Oct ae ae ae 
prolonging the session. A great deal of | 


time had been wasted on business which | Mr. O’MARA said he trusted that the 


was in some respects unnecessary, and in | right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 


other cases on business which had been | the Treasury would listen to the advice 
dropped. There wasanother course open | which had just been tendered to him by 
to the First Lord of the Treasury if he | the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
could not manage the business better | ford) The hon. Member had made an 
than he had hitherto done—that was | excellent suggestion in inviting the right 
Saturday sittings. [An Hon. MEMBER: hon. Gentleman to adjourn the House 
This is Saturday.] It was a Friday | and havea Saturday sitting in order that 
sitting, and it would continue to be a| they might get a little sleep after twelve 
Friday sitting if they sat till Sunday, as| hours continuous strain. They were 
they once did. He was not in favour | gj] thoroughly tired and unfit to take 
of Saturday sittings, but if he had to /up business in which they were all 
choose between them and sitting night keenly interested. Under those cir- 
after night, as they had done the whole of | cumstances it would be a very wise thing 
that week, till half-past two, he would | if the First Lord of the Treasury would 
prefer Saturday sittings. They were adopt the suggestion of his hon. friend 
perfectly justified now in asking the First | and adjourn the House, in order to have 
Lord to state what he proposed to do |g Saturday sitting, when they could all 
for the rest of the session. They were | return fresh for the consideration of 
within measurable distance of the end | important legislation. Upon regular 
of the session. Was the right hon. | Supply nights it had invariably been 
Gentleman going to ask them to waste | the practice that no new business should 
time on the Royal Oaths Bill ? Was he | be taken. He joined in the protest which 
going to ask them to go into a theo- | had been made against prolonging the 
logical debate on that matter ? sitting by taking up further business. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL appealed to 
was departing from the question before |the First Lord of the Treasury not to 
the House. | continue the sitting. He spoke as a very 


Mr. DILLON said he would not pursue | ted man who wished to go to bed. The 


that line, although he thought the only |Tight hon. Gentleman knew perfectly 


“a es ,.” | well that no business could be conducted 
ground on which the First Lord based his | intelligently at that late hour. The 


objection to the adjournment of the | ‘@ : 
House was that the “a taking the Orders | First Lord of the Treasury ought to be 
he proposed to take might lead to a pro- | aware that in trying to rush business 
longation of the session. through in this fashion he was simply 

| making the House of Commons a sort 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said|of machine for registering the decrees 


that some of his hon. friends held strong | of the Government. They were not at 
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the present moment in a fit state of 
either body or mind to transact their | 
He had been working hard 
in the House for eleven hours, for he had | 


business. 





{COMMONS} 


moment. 


attended constantly to the business, and to transact. 
he was not one of those society gentle-| was perpetrating a great injustice and a 


men who simply strolled up to the door, 
looked in, and then went back again. 
It was a very serious matter to keep them | 
at such a late hour, when the whole of the | 
next day was at their disposal. 


He did 


tions. 


not see why the right hon. Gentleman | 


could not allow the House of Commons 
to conduct its business at reasonable | 
hours, and he suggested that they should | 


now adjourn and meet again at ten | 


o’clock in the morning. 


He did earnestly | 


appeal to the First Lord of the Treasury | be now put.’ 


to allow them to adjourn. 
‘No, no.”] He hoped these in- | 
articulate sounds would cease for a /| 59. 


cries of ‘ 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg- -Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir W. Reynell 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Beach, Rt. Hon SirM.H. Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt Hon A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Mr. Swijt MacNeill. 


[Ministerial | 


AYES. 


Fison, Frederick William 


| Fitzroy, Hn.Edward Algernon 


Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Freder’k 
Gordon,Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG.R. COrmsby (Salop 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbu’y 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. | 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton,Rt HnLordG( Middx 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn.RobertWm. 
Herris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, Arth. Howard (Hanley 


| Hoath, James(Staffords.,N.W. 


Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightsi’e 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent,Favers’m 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon.FrederickWm. 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, Arthur H( Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


| Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
| Macartney,Rt. Hn.W G. Ellison 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


to commence business 
o’clock in the morning, for he, at any 
rate, had no Stock Exchange business 
The right hon. Gentleman 


Question _ put, 








[Consolidated Fund), 1200 
He should be very pleased 


again at ten 


'great outrage by turning the House of 
| Commons into a laughing stock, for by 
continuing the sitting the business could 
| only be conducted under farcical condi- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


“That the Question 


The House divided :—Ayes, 124 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 401.) 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morreil, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (L anarks) 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.! 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THR AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) |} Hayden, John Patrick 


Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 


Question put accordingly. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell. James 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 


Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan,’P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


Acland-Heod,Capt.SirAlex. F | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, KtHon. A..J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RUHnG-rald W(Leeds | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
| Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
| Jones, Wi'liam (Carnarvonsh ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 


| Leamy, Edmund 
| Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N. | 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien,Kendal(Tipperary,Md | 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary. N.) | 
! O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


124. 


AYES. 


) Hayden, John Patrick 

| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
| Jones, David B. (Swansea) | 
| Jones, William(Carn’rvonshire | 
| O'Malley, William 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N. | 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
| Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
| Cox,IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
| Cranborne, Viscount 

| Crossley, Sir Savile 

| Davenport, W. Bromley- 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 


NOES. 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. | 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Conirgshy Ralph 
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O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James'Roscommon.N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E.(Waterford 


Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


| White, Patrick (Meath, North 


Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Noks-— Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


The House divided: Ayes, 59; Noes, 
(Division List No. 402.) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O'Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’ Kelly,James(Koscommon,N 


O'Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


White, Patrick (Neath, North) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmond and 
Captain Donelan. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon,Hn J. E.(Klgin&Nairn 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsbp-(Salop 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Kaymond-(Cambs. ) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG(Midd’x 
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Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWm. | Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton Macdona, John Cumming 
Heath,ArtherHoward(Hanley | Maconochie, A. W. 

Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. Majendie, James A. H. 
Hope,J. F.(SheffieldBrights’de | Milton, Viscount 

Hoult, Joseph | Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Howard,Jobn(Kent,Favershm | Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil | Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
Johnston, William (Belfast) Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Kenyon, Hon.Gee.T.(Denbigh | Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


12C4 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, HC(North’mb Tyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset} 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 





Keswick, William 


Lambton,Hon.Frederick Wm. | 


Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, ArthurH.(HantsFareham | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Hy. F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 





| Parker, Gilbert 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, RtHnJ.G(Oxf'dUniy,) 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. 8. (York, E. R.) 


Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S | Pease, Herbt P. (Darlington) | Wodehouse,RtHn. E. R. (Bath) 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW(Evesham 
Long,Rt Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 


Percy, Earl 


Mr. DILLON moved to omit the 
figures £6,157,000, and to insert 
£1,000,000. When the resolution was 
introduced in Committee the Leader of 
the Opposition protested strongly against 


the bringing forward of the Naval and | 


Military Works Bills as late in the session, 
and all the more because these Bills dis- 
closed an alarming increase of expendi- 
ture. It was a new departure to intro- 
duce these measures at a period of the 
session when discussion was practically 
impossible. If it was wrong to introduce 
the resolutions so late in the session, it 
was an aggravation of the evil practice 
to attempt to press through the reports 
of the resolutions at the time they were 
now engaged. This was little short of 
an outrage, and it was another instance 
of the utter recklessness of the Govern- 
ment in dealing with this question. 
They were considering a_ resolution 
which in itself contained a sum amount- 
ing to over £6,000,000 for the construc- 
tion of certain unknown naval works. 
He remembered that in an earlier debate 
it was often argued that the effect of the 
introduction of Bills for the expenditure 


of large sums of money which were with- 


drawn from the annual survey of the 
House of Commons would be to increase 
enormously, and almost immeasurably, 
expenditure under those heads. He 
remembered that the Minister in charge 
replied that the whole thing would after- 
wards submitted to the House of Com- 
mons in the shape of a Naval Works Bill. 





Pemberton, John S. G. 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis. Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson | 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) | 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| 

| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


The next thing they did was to submit 
biennial Bills, and perhaps eventually 
the measure would only come forward 
once in five years, and subsequently once 
every ten years. In Germany the sup- 
plies were voted for the army biennially 
and triennially. He found that on the 
|last occasion when they had a Naval 
| Works Bill it was in the year 1899, and 
\the total estimate of that amount was 
| £3,100,000, and in the following two 
| years they had jumped to a sum of over 
| £6,000,000. The principle now in force 
| was that every two years a fresh Bill was 
introduced, increasing the sum autho- 
rised to be expended by very large 
‘amounts. Only two years ago the total 
was about £3,000,000, and this year it 
| was £6,157,000, and no doubt in a very 
| short time it would be increased to over 
/£12,000,000. This was a_ resolution 
| which ought not to have been introduced 
at all at this period of the session. It was 
‘a preposterous pretext to put forward 
\that there was a danger of prolonging 
'the session if this resolution had been 
‘held over. The Home Office Vote had 
‘been set down for Monday. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: And that 
| will take the whole of the night. 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
‘discussion as to the business for next 
‘week is not relevant to the question 
before the House. 
_ Mr. DILLON thought it was relevant 
to the question whether they ought to 
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ss this resolution to-night or not. He 

thought it was an act of petulance on 

the part of the First Lord of the Treasury | 
to force on this struggle to-night, because | 
they gave him fair-play last night, and 
allowed him to get through a great deal | 
more business than they needed to had | 
they cared to exercise their full rights of | 
discussion. It was their duty to resist | 








by every means in their power this 
attempt to force through without ade-| 
quate discussion the report of this reso- | 
lution. They had opposed those Bills | 
at every stage because they constituted | 
a most important part of the new! 
machinery by which extravagance was | 
practised. The country had been led to | 
accept the Budget of the year as the 
expenditure of the year, but under the) 
new rules and practice now being adopted | 
the Budget did not show approximately | 
what amount of money they were ex-| 
pending. For those reasons he begged 
to move to omit £6,157,000 and insert 
£1,000,000. 








Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘ £6,157,000,’ and insert | 
‘£1,090,000.’””—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, That ‘ £6,157,000’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


*Toe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The hon. Member for East | 
Mayo has complained that the expendi- | 
ture in this resolution for the construc: | 
tion of naval works has increased to 
£6,157,000, whereas three years ago the 
amount was only £3,100,000. I wish 
to point out to the hon. Member that 
this £6,157,000 is not a new expenditure. 
It is an expenditure nearly the whole of 
which has already been authorised by 
the House, and therefore it is not a new 
expenditure, except in regard to a very 
small part of it. The hon. Member said 
that there was no more reason for loans 
for works than for loans for building 
ships. The reasons for loans for works 
were fully stated by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire when he introduced his first 
Loan Bill in 1895, when he stated that 
the Bill was necessary on account of the 
permanent character of the works, and 
it was considered advisable at the time 
that the whole burden of such works 


{2 AuGust 1901} 





should not be borne by this generation. 
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Consequently, the expenditure was dis- 
tributed over a period of years. In 
regard to loans for ships, to use a familiar 
expression, he might say that the fashion 
of ships changed as often as the fashion 
of ladies’ bonnets. I think the hon. 
Member will agree that this is not a 
proper occasion for debating this ques- 
tion. [An Hon. MemBer: Why not ?] 
The hon. Member in the speech just 
delivered gave as the actual reason for 
prolonging the debate that he was not 
entirely satisfied with the debate on other 
subjects this evening. I cannot accept 
the dissatisfaction of the hon. Member 
with the course of the debate on the 
Colonial Vote as a reason for the action 
he is taking now. He also stated that 
there had not been the same reciprocity 
to-night as last night in dealing with the 
arguments advanced from the Irish 
benches. 


Mr. DILLON said his statement was 
that it showed great petulance on the 
part of the First Lord to try to force 
these resolutions through at this hour 
(3.15 a.m.). 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: I do not desire to 

do the hon. Member any injustice. This 
debate arises not from any real desire on 
the part of hon. Members below the 
gangway to oppose the Bill. [An Hon. 
Member: Yes.| I express my gratitude 
to hon. Members for the course they took 
last night, and I shall be still more grate- 
ful if he would adopt the same course 
to-night. It has never been the practice 
to debate these resolutions. They are 
purely formal, and the delay of this 
Report until Monday would have a 
material bearing on the prolongation of 
the session. I would remind the hon. 
Member that until this Report has been. 
made the Bill cannot be printed, and if 
he and his friends take so much interest 
in the measure, I should say that they 
would desire to have it printed as soon 
as possible, in order that an effective 
debate may take place upon it. It is 
with the object that the Bill may be 
printed and circulated that we desire to 
get this Report to-night. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) said that 
of the millions which were voted night 
after night for naval and other purposes 
not a single farthing was to be expended 
in the improvement of Clare harbour. 
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In the condition in which it was at 


{COMMONS} 
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| of this breakwater at Malta. Out of the 


present it was impossible for heavy ships| sum of £23,000,000 voted already he 


to go in and out the bay. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not in order | 
When the Bill is printed | 


on this debate. 
and the schedule is before the House the | 
hon. Member will see what the items are, 
and will be able to discuss these items. 
He cannot discuss the question of Clare 
harbour. 

Mr. FLYNN said that if a discussion 
did not take place on a Resolution of this 
kind they would be told when the Bill 
was brought forward that they were 
pledged to the expenditure. When the 
Vote was asked for the Pacific Cable they | 
were told that it was unreasonable to 
discuss it until the Bill was brought 
forward, but they were told also that | 
the contracts had been entered into 
although the Bill was not before the 
House at all. Therefore, they were 
justified from every point of view in dis- | 
cussing resolutions of that kind when 
they were brought forward at that time 
of the morning. 


Mr. O'MARA said he regretted that | 
the resolution had been brought before 
the House without any statement which 
could form the basis of discussion. It 
would be best for the convenience of the 
House if they could have details of Votes 
placed in a form which would enable hon. 


Members to discuss them. He con- | 
eurred with what the Leader of the 
Opposition had said on the subject. The | 


First Lord of the Treasury did not observe | 
the same reticence as the Civil Lord of | 
the Admiralty. The right hon. Gentle- 
man stated that a portion of the money 
was to be spent on a breakwater at Malta, 
but the House did not know how much 
wasto bespent. That breakwater would 
cost a considerable sum of money. It was 
most expensive work, and if the sounding | 
had to be done in deep water, where they 
would be exposed to heavy storms, the | 
work would be much more expensive. He 
could not see what benefit Ireland was | 
going to derive from the construction 


| Ireland. 


| noticed that it was proposed to spend 
| £1,500,000 upon the dockyards at Malta, 
and this breakwater would probably 
amount to several millions more as an 
additional sum. The only other scrap 
vf information which they had got with 
regard to the expenditure of this sum of 
£6,000,000 was that the Admiralty pro. 
posed to build some coaling stations, and 
he wanted to know where they were going 
to be built. He wished to know if any of 
this money was going to be spent in 
He had looked carefully 
through the items, and out of the whole 
total of £23,000,000 only some £10,000 
was to be spent in Ireland. Harbours 


| and ports of refuge were always very 


useful to the merchant service, and he 
thought it would be a good thing to have 
a port of refuge constructed somewhere 
‘inthe south of Ireland. In the case of a 
naval action it would be very convenient 
to have a port of refuge in Ireland. No 
details of this £6,000,000 were yiven, and 
therefore he thought the Secretary to the 
| Admiralty ought to state how much of 
| this total was going to be spent in Ireland. 
| There were also in the Vote some pro- 
'_posals with regard to Hong-Kong, where 
he supposed the hon Member for King’s 
| Lynn was going to be sent in order to 
| revise the work being done by the Admi- 
ralty there. He did not think the Lords 
of the Admiralty were qualified to advise 
the Government upon this kind of work, 
and the naval engineers were the proper 
authorities to advise the Government. 
He urged upon the Admiralty the neces- 


sity of considering the advisability of 
spending a little more of this money in 


lreland. 

Mr, J. CHAMBERLAIN rose in his place 
and claimed to move, “‘ That the Question 
he now put.”’ 

Question put, “ That the Question be 
new put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 121; 
Noes, 58. (Division List No. 403.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F | Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Hen 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Albert 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J,(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds 


Mr. Roche. 


Brassey, 


Bull, William James 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cayendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain,Rt Hon.J.(Birm. 
{ Chamberlain, J Austen(Worcr 
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Abraha 
Ambros 
Boland, 
Boyle, . 
Caldwe' 
Campbe 
Carvill, 
Channi1 
Clancy, 
Condon, 
Crean, | 
Cullina: 
Daly, J: 
Delany, 
Dillon, 
Doogan. 
Duffy, \ 
Flavin, 

Flynn, ¢ 
Gilhool} 
Hayden 
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Bentinck 
Bhownas 
Bignold, 
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Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby oe 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, SirEdwin | 
Fielden, EdwardBrocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, HonEdwardAlgernon 
Gardner, Ernest | 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederi’k | 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop | 
Green, Walford D( Wednesb’ry 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. | 
(Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward | 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid’x | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl’y 
Heath, James(Staffords.N. W. 
Hope,J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene ~ 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Question put accordingly. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F, | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W (Leeds) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 





| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Lundon, W. 
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Howard,John(KentFaversh’m 
Hozier, HonJamesHenryCecil | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh | 
Keswick, Williain | 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Lawrence,Wm. F.(Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson-Gower,F rederickN.S | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW (Evesh’m | 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn WG Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
Morgan,DavidJ.(Waltham’w) | 
Morrell, George Eerbert | 
| 
| 





Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 


| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Leamy, Edmund 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway,N.) 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’raryMid | 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


The 


[Consolidated Fund]. 


House 
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Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlin’t’n 
Pemberton, Jobn S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Scott,Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Smith,HC(North’mb,Tynesi’e 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks- 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 


| Wills, Sir Frederick 
| Wilson,A.Stanley(Yorks,E. R. 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White. Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W. BR.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


divided :—Ayes, 128; 


Noes, 51. (Division List No. 404.) 


AYES 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 
Cautley, Henry Strother | 
Cavendish, R. I’. (N. Lancs.) | 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


| Chamberlain, Kt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r.) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes | 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon | 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gordon,HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHn.LordG.( Mid’x | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, A. Howard(Hanley) | 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W. | 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) | 
Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
} 


Abraham, William'(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Maconochie, A. W. 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


| Morris, Hon. M. Henry F. 


| Mount, William Arthur 


| Moss, Samuel 
' Murphy, John 


{COMMONS} 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham | 
Lees, Sir Elliott ( Birkenhead) 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson Gower,Frederick N.S. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) | 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col.Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Macartney,Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) | 


NOES, 


Gilhooly, James 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 





| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Govern, T. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,M. | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | 
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Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. : 
Percy, Earl 

Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Purvis, Robert 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.\ 
Smith,H C(North’mbT yneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 
Strutt, Hon. C. Hedley 
LT :Ibot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Lhornton, Percy M. 
» alentia, Viscount 

hite, Luke (York, E. R.) 
\: ills, Sir Frederick 
vilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R 
-- odehouse, Rt Hn E. R.(Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 


| O’Shaughnesssy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 

| Roche, John 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Dona] 


White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Capt. Donelan. 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN claimed, “ That 
the Main Question be now put.” 


Mr. DILLON asked whether the right 


hon Gentleman was in order. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. I have myself 
frequently allowed the Main Question— 
that the House do agree with the Com- 


mittee—to be claimed in these circum- 
stances, and it was also allowed by my 
predecessor. 


Main Question put accordingly, “ That 
this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said resolution.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 127; 
Noes, 51. (Division List No. 405.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell, 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 


Balfour,Rt Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour,RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Beach, RtHn Sir M. H. (Bristol | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

| Bignold, Arthur 


Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthu~ Grithth- 
| Brassey, Albert 

‘Sull, William James 
Caldwell, James 





121 


Cau 
Cav 
Cav 
Ceci 
Ceci 
Cha 
Cha 
Cha 
Cha: 
Cocl 
Coh 
Colli 
Cols 
Crar 
Cros 
Dav 
Dick 
Disr 
Dou; 
Duk 
Durr 
Field 
Finc’ 
Finlz 
Fish 
Fisor 
Fitzr 
Gard 
Gods 
Gord 
Gore, 
Gree! 
Gree! 
Guth 
Hain. 
Ham 
Hank 
Harri 


Abral 
Amb 
Bolan 
Boyle 
Camp 
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Chan 
Clane 
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Crean 
Cullin 
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Cautley, Henry, Strother 
Cavendish,R.F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Ceci! Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worcest’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon.Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon | 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir AugustusF rederick 
Gordon, HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury | 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. | 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Midd x | 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon.RobertWm. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale: | 
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Heath, ArthurH oward( Hanley 


Heath James (Staffords.,N.W. | 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside | 


Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,John(Kent,F’versh’m | 
Hozier,Hon.James HenryCecil | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) | 


Keswick, William 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 


Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,F rederick N.S. 


| Lockwood, Lt.Col. A. R. 


Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 


Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S) | 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 


Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G.Ellison 


| Maedona, John Cumming 


Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. | 


Morrison, James Archibald 


NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 





Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 
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Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Pease, Herbert B. (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie,Rt. Hon.ChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Smith, H.C.(Nrth’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Dowd, John 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 

O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 

Roche, John} 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North 

Wilson, Henry J. ( York, W.R.) 

TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Me. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., | I cannot, therefore, accept this motion for 
Holmfirth): I beg to move that the, the adjournment of the House. 


House do now adjourn. 
appeal—-— 


I wish to| 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


'Pretyman, Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I take it that upon 


the last motion for the adjournment | 
the House meant that it intended to | 


NAVAL WORKS BILL. 
“To make further provision for the 


proceed with the Orders of the day men- | Construction of Works in the United 
tioned by the First Lord of the Treasury. | Kingdom and elsewhere for the purposes 
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of the Royal Navy,” presented accord-| quired to complete the final amount at 
ingly, and read the first time; to be) which the noble Lord darkly hinted, 
read a second time upon Monday next, | because it was of the utmost possible 
and to be printed. [Bill 282.] /moment that the House should under. 
| stand exactly where the limit of this ex- 

MILITARY WORKS [CONSOLIDATED | penditure was to be. Under one of the 
FUND}. | heads £750,000 was to be spent on de- 

Resolution reported— fence works. He asked whether they 
“That it is expedient to make further | were to be purely military works, such 
provision for certain Military Works and as might be carried out around London 
Services, and for that purpose to autho- to protect the metropolis against an 
rise the issue out of the Consolidated armed force. In his opinion money 
Fund of such further sums, not ex- spent in throwing up works around 
ceeding in the whole £6,352,500, such | London or other big towns was money 
sums to be raised in manner provided by | absolutely thrown away. The Navy 


the Military Works Act, 1897.” was the first and the last line of defence 
; ; that this country could rely upon. If 
Resolution read a second time. the French, German, or Russian fleet 


Mr. O'MARA said he had no intention | °btained control of the Channel, and if 
whatever of delaying the proceedings the merchant service were prevented 
in any way, in fact he always tried to | !tom carrying food supplies to the coun- 
expedite the business of the House to the *Y: all the military defence works they 
best of his ability. Therefore. he had Could possibly throw up would be of no 
no intention of repeating anything he | "S® whatever. 
had said before, and he would refrain 
from quoting the strong language used 
by the Leader of the Opposition in regard 
to the great inconvenience of considering | 
resolutions of this kind for military | : 
works without having the necessary that he was not at liberty to discuss the 
details. The noble Lord made a state. Navy, but he submitted it was important 
ment which must have astonished all | that the House should know whether 
those who read his speech carefully, for the money was to he spent on defence 
he said that not a single penny of this works against the operations of an in- 
£6,000,000 was to be spent in order to. vading force, or only to defend the various 
carry out the new scheme of Army re-| naval depots around the coasts, 
form. Ifthe money was not wanted for ‘i ae 
that purpose, what was it required for?) *MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
If this £6,000,000 was not going to be has asked that question already. 
spent for the new scheme of Army reform 
he should like to know if that scheme Mr. O’MARA said he would leave that 
had been dropped altogether. Hon. subject. He trusted he would get a 
Members and the country generally reply when the noble Lord dealt with 
were anxious to know what had been the question. Referring to the item of 
done with this new scheme of Army £1,600,000 for new barracks, the hon. 
reform, and he wished to know if the | Member said he could not understand 
noble Lord had been correctly reported this extraordinary expenditure when it 
in The Times when it was stated that not | had been stated that not a penny of it 
a penny of this money would be spent | was to be spent to forward the scheme 
for this purpose. He wished to know | of Army reorganisation. There was an 
how all the men in the Army could be | item of £1,187,000 to provide accommo- 
accommodated in the existing buildings. | dation for the troops on their return 
If the War Office intended to go on with |from South Africa. He thought the 
the scheme of Army reorganisation, and | noble Lord was a little “ previous” 
if this present expenditure was not a final | in providing that accommodation. Not- 
step, the House had a right to know not | withstanding the assurance of the Colo- 
alone what the £6,000,000 was to be nial Secretary he was convinced—and 
spent upon, but how much would be re- | several Members had expressed the same 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This discussion is 


quite out of order. 


Mr. O'MARA said he quite admitted 
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opinion to him in private conversation, 
although they would not do it across the 
floor of the House—that the war could 
not be over for many years to come. 
It was proposed to expend £587,000 on 
barracks at foreign stations. Although 
they were increasing the Army, it seemed 
to him that they did not require all 
this extra barrack accommodation. It 
seemed to him that a large amount of | 
barrack accommodation would have to 
be provided in South Africa, because a 
portion of the army would have to 
remain there for years, perhaps for 
generations. ‘The House and the country 
should insist upon getting from the 
Government a clear and definite expo- 
sition of their policy in regard to military 


works. There was one item under 
“ staff and contingencies ’’ which could 


not really be called military works. He 
should like some further information as 
to the amount spent under this head, and 
he trusted the noble Lord would furnish 
them with more particulars. He begged 
to move the omission of £6,352,500 
and insert £1,000,000. 


Amendment proposed— 


To leave out “ £6,352,500” 
 £1,000,000.”—(Mr. O’ Mara.) 


and insert 


Question proposed, “‘ That £6,352,500 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


Mr. DILLON said that this resolution 
showed an increase of over £2,000,000. 
In the year 1899, on the 21st of June, 
the resolution authorising the introduc- 
tion of the Military Works Bill was put 
down as the first Order ona Wednesday, 
and the present Chief Secretary for 
Ireland introduced that Bill in a speech 
extending to eight columns of Hansard, 
in which he explained the whole purport 
of the Bill, the plans of the Government, 
and in the course of which he said that 
he felt it was due to the House to go into 
all the details and the plans, and he 
also entered largely into precedents. 
The debate on that occasion lasted over 
the whole of Wednesday, and a great 
number of hon. Members spoke, includ- 
ing the hon. Member for West Belfast, 
who now adorns the Treasury Bench, 
and who made a speech on the resolu- 
tion extending to five columns of Han- 
sard. That was the way the Military 


{2 AuGusT 1901} 
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Loans Bill was dealt with in the year 
1899. Now the hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site said that this resolution was only 
a formal one, and he had quoted the 
precedent of 1899 simply te show how 
rapidly the new procedure was developing. 
Two years ago the preliminary resolution 
was treated as a Vote in Supply in 1899, 
and now the preliminary stages were 
treated as merely formal at a time when 
the daylight was breaking in through the 
windows of the House of Commons. 
Those resolutions practically bound the 
House. They were told only yesterday 
that they might move Amendments to 
the Loan Bill, but as a matter of fact the 
whole thing was settled by the resolutions 
passed in Committee. There was a long 
debate in 1899, in which the then 
member for Dundee complained because 
he considered that the proper procedure 
had been departed from, and he con- 
tended that the resolution ought to have 
been introduced at the time when the 
Army Estimates were introduced. And 
now, instead of bringing in the resolution 
at the same time when the Army and 
Navy Estimates were introduced, they 
were pushed on to the 2nd of August, 
and were told that these were simply 
formal stages. The procedure was that 
the resolution and the report stages were 
considered only formal and preliminary 
stages, and then when the Bill was 
brought in they were told that they could 
not alter it because the resolution in Com- 
mittee had settled the matter. They 
were rapidly drifting towards a form of 
procedure under which at the tail end 
of the session a Minister would come 
forward and plank down a Bill, saying 
‘We want so many millions.” It was 
no use to tell them that they were not 
authorising newexpenditure. There was 
no doubt that a certain portion of this 
money would be used for fresh works. 
The expenditure both on naval and mili- 
tary works was rising steadily, and he 
assured the First Lord of the Treasury 
that this method of procedure would not 
conduce to the rapid transaction of 
Government business. He heartily sup- 
ported the Amendment which had been 
moved by his hon. friend the Member for 
South Kilkenny. It was important that 
the House should have full opportunity 
of discussing the Estimates of a great 
spending department like the War Office, 
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because if that check were removed there 





{COMMONS} 


[Consolidated Fund}. 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, 
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might be an immediate increase in the andclaimed to move, “* That the Question 


expenditure. 
now adopted was adhered 


would the Estimates multiply. He there- 
fore thought his hon. friend was more 


than justified in moving 
ment. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F,. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John ‘Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo.Hamilton | 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 
Dillon, John | 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Vlynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Mr. Dillon, 


' MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 


to, so surely 
now put.” 
the Amend- | 

| Noes, 57. 


AYES. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 


Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon | 


Gardner, Ernest ; 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 


Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gore,Hn.G.R.COrmsby-(Salop 


Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 


Hamilton,RtHnLordG(Midd’x | 


Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Heath,ArthurHoward(Hanl’y | 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W. | 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 


Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,John(Kent,F’versh’m | 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


So surely asthe procedure be now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 406.) 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh | 
| Smith,HC( North’ mbT yneside 


Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 


| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham | 


Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| 


Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swan’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 





Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


117; 


l 
Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,EdwardJas (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,K. R-) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James} Roscommon,N 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Jeseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Luke (Yorks,E.R.) 


| White, Patrick (Meath, North 


Wilson,Henry J. (Yorks,W.R.) 

TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 





Acla 
Age 
Ans 
Arn 
Atk 
Balc 
Balf 
Balf 
Bear 
Bent 
Bho 
Bign 
Bigy 
Blur 
Bose 
Bras 
Bull. 
Cald 
Caut 
Cave 
Cave 
Cecil 
Cecil 
Char 
Chai 
Chay 
Char 
Cock 
Cohe 
Colli 
Colst 
Cran 
Cross 
Dave 
Dick: 
Disra 
Doug 
Duke 
Durn 
Field 
Finel 
Finla 


Abra] 
Ambr 
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Boyle 
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Carvi 
Chani 


Flynn 
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aa 


Acland-Hood, Capt Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol | 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish,R.F. (North Lanes, 


Cavendish, V.CW.( Derbyshire | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm | 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E, 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael J. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Military Works 


Question put accordingly. 
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Noes, 52. 


AYES, 
; Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fisson, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Green, Walford D(Wedn’sbu’y 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
| Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, RtHnLord G(Mid’x 
| Hanbury, RtHon. RobertWm. 
| Harris, Frederick Leverton 
| Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 


| Heath,James(Staffords.N.W. | 


Hope,J. F. (Sheffild, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,John(Kent, Faversh. | 


Hozier, Hn. JamesHenry Cecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’e 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Lawson, John Grant 
| Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareh’m 
| Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
| Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Charles W(Evesham 
Long, KtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
| Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


NOES. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Joyce, Michael 
| Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| 


| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

‘ O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


The House 
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divided :—Ayes, 123; 


, Majendie, James A. H. 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison; James Archibald 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonpori) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Roberison, Herbert(Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. T’neside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson, A.Stanley(Yorks, E.R 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelley, J. (Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 

UV’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Power; Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Wilson,Henry J.(York,W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Mr. A. J. BALFour claimed, “‘ That the | this House doth agree with the Com- 


Main Question be now put.” 


hyd The 


House 
Main Question put accordingly, “‘ That } Noes, 50. (Division List No. 408.) 


mittee in the said Resolution.” 


divided :—Ayes, 123 ; 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlexF. | 
| Fison, Frederick William 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arnold-rorster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHnAJ.( Manchester 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, Wm. James 

Caldwell, James 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, VC W.( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, Win. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Mamilton 
Channing Francis Allston 
Clancy, Jolin Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufiy, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. | Monday next, and to be printed. 
Secretary Brodrick, Mr. Balfour, 


Lord Stanley. 


MILITARY WORKS BILL. 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Gardner, Ernest 


Godson, SirAugustusFrederi’k 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn 


Gore,Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop | 


Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- | 
HeathArthurHoward(Hanley | 


Heath,James, (Staffords. N. W 
Hope, J. F(Sheflield Brightside 


| Hoult, Joseph 


Howard, John(KentFaversham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David BrynmorSwansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.Fareh’m 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S | 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesh’m , 


Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 

Lucas, ReginaldJ(Portsmouth 

Macartney, RtHn. W.GEllison 

Macdona, John Cumming 
NOES. 

Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patriek 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Govern, T. 


Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper’y,Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


and | 283. ] 
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Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Seeowecth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Bn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport 


' Mount, Wm. Arthur 


Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 


| Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 


Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville,Col. 3. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mbTynes’e 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 


Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (YorkE.R. 

Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

teddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 

Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick(Meath, North) 

Wilson,Henry,J.(York, W.R.) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


[Bill 


In pursuance of the Order of the 
House of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. 


oom a 4 i ier geet Pe ee Pea “ ‘ ° 
To make further provision for defray- | GppaxeR adjourned the House without 


ing the Expenses of certain Military | Question put. 


Works and other Military Services,” pre- | 
sented accordingly, and read the first 


time ; to be read a second time upon 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
Five of the clock, a.m. 
till Monday next. 












Rea 
furthe 
and re 





BELF. 
WOL' 


Rea 
passed 


BLA 


CLYDI 

GLAS 
: LOND 
METI 


T 
SHIRE 


Ret 
Amend 


e€ commmencemen 


BIRM 


Retu 
to, witl 
ments « 


Retu 
to, witl 


LONDC 


Mess 
concur 
commu 
the sub 
Railway 

VOL. 











son 
ey) 
rd- 
W.) 
Bs’e 
ks) 
nd) 


und 


1,N 


rd) 


th) 
R.) 


nd 
ill 


he 
Ir. 
ut 


Mm.» 














e commmencemen 





{5 Aveust 1901} Bill. 1226 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—_— 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
I. (Proceedings.) Return for the month 


Royal Declaration 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 5th August, 1901. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | % February, 1901. 
ipsa | II. (Judicial Rents.) Return for the 
SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. | month of December, 1900. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments ; | 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, | 
and returned to the Commons. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 
| Thirty-third Report of the Deputy- 
| Keeper of the Records for the year 1900. 


BELFAST ae cGre Ge COUNTIES Presented (by command) and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. —— 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 


f tC 7 2 / . ALA . le le 
passed, and returned to the Commons. PERE DEAR ANA Dae ES) 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. | 128 T@@4- 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. Moved, that the Bill be now read 34,— 





‘ CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER | (Z/e Marquess of Salisbury.) 


BILL. 


| *THE Lorp Bisuop or SALISBURY: 
f S al T N $€ - T yi Tv 5 . 
GL er ae ce — | My Lords, I do not intend to make any 


observations to-day or to move any 


| LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW | Amendments. The Bill is a great im- 


WORKS) BILL. ‘ eae 3 

| provement on the original declaration, 

METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY | especially in the substitution of the word 
BILL. “ unreservedly ” for the concluding para- 

RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. graph, but many objections to it still 


- me ' _,, | remain, and I hope that further oppor- 
ety pice erie ales satel | tunity will be found for its amendment. 


Returned from the Commons with the) *[oppSTANMORE: My Lords, I need 
Amendments agreed to. hardly say that I do not intend to put 
| your Lordships to the trouble of dividing ; 

BIRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYsS | but, at the same time, before the Bill 
BILL [H.L.]. | finally leaves the House I wish to repeat 

Returned from the Commons agreed | the reasons which will compel me to say 
to, with Amendments : The said Amend- | “Not content” to the Third Reading. 
ments considered, and agreed to. With the object of this Bill I most cor- 
i dially sympathise. It was intended to 

SMETHWICK CORPORATION | remove from the King’s declaration certain 
BILL [H.1.}. | objectionable phrases, and at the same 

het vate | time to maintain in its integrity all that 
sietaaaamaete i og hae AND TRAM- | was important in it. That is an object 
(HL. J | which I say has my warmest sympathy. 

Returned from the Commons agreed | I believe it is an object which might have 
to, with Amendments. | been attained had somewhat more time 
jand trouble been given to the attain- 

LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAY | ment of it. The object desired in the 
BILLS. deletion of the offensive words was to 

Message from the Commons that they | remove the principal objections felt by 
concur in the resolution of this House, | the members of the Roman Catholic 
communicated to them on Friday last, on | Church to the declaration. Now, 
the subject of the London Underground | a little inquiry would have shown that 
ilways. | the main objection of the Roman Catholic 


VOL. XCVIII. [FourtH Seriss.] 2Y 
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body to the declaration was not so much 
the offensive words in the old statute, 
dating from a time when people used 
more outspoken phrases than they do 
now, but was contained in the fact that 
the declaration, instead of being an affir- 
mative declaration of the King’s belief, 
was a negative declaration denouncing 
doctrines held by the Roman Catholic 
Church. The best defence of the Bill as 
it stands is that which we have heard 
from my noble friend at the head of the 
Government, namely, that it is, in fact, 
the old declaration unchanged except by 
the omission of a few objectionable 
adjectives. If it were that, I believe I 
could have voted for it as being a mere 
antiquarian survival ; but, unfortunately, 
it is a great deal more than that. The 
Committee were not content with merely 
taking out the offensive adjectives ; they 
took out a great many words at the end, 
and they have made what is in fact a 
new declaration. That new declaration 
has been still further added to—not, I 
think, to its improvement in any sense— 
since it came from the Committee, and 
it is now a distinctly new declaration. 


Since the declaration left the Committee | 


we have taken out more than one 
doctrine to be repudiated and have added 
a profession of belief to be made by the 
King which is entirely novel and quite in- 
capable of definition. When once you had 
begun to make amendments in the declara- 
tion other than the mere omission of the 
offensive words there was no end to the 
amendments that might have been 
made ; and I think a little examination 
of the declaration would have shown that, 
if once you made amendmen‘s in it, 
there was no amendment which would 
be satisfactory (short of getting rid of it 
altogether) except that of converting it 
from a negative into an affirmative 
declaration. I believe that might have 
been done in such a manner as to create 
little objection. I will explain how. 

The noble Earl, Lord Crewe, whom 
I do not see here to-night, gave us 
an amusing picture the’ other evening 
of what would be the result of a 
Committee such as that proposed 
by Lerd Rosebery. He said it would 
be impossible for the Committee 
to agree, and he pictured the happy 
family over which the noble Earl would 
be called upon to preside. I agree with 
him that no form of words could have 
been found which would have been satis- 


Lord Stanmore. 


{LORDS} 





Bill. 


| factory and agreeable to all parties, but I 
do believe that a form of words might 
have been found which would have been 
| deemed objectionable by none. I believe 
you might have had resort to the Act 
of Settlement itself for the purpose, 
and by taking out words contained in 
that Act make the King declare that 
/he is, what it is there enacted that he 
/ must be, a Protestant, in communion with 
‘the Church of England. That is all 
| which the Act of Settlement requires the 
| Sovereign to be, and if he made that de- 
'claration simply, though it would, per- 
| haps, not have been satisfactory to all par- 
‘ties, it could not have been objected 
'to by any. I cannot venture to 
‘say whether my noble friend Lord 
| Rosebery was correct in his prophecy 
| that the Bill will not pass the House of 
|Commons this year. On that I do not 
profess to pronounce an opinion, but of 
' this I am certain, that if it does pass the 
| House of Commons this year it will give 
| rise to a succession of annual motions for 
| its repeal or amendment—motions which 
| ultimately can have but one end, namely, 
| that of relegating it to the limbo of other 
past securities of a similar nature 
| which have been thought of great im- 
| portance in their day, but which are now 


rejected as useless, mischievous, and 
| dangerous. 

| 

| THe Eart or KILMOREY: My 


Lords, I will not detain the House more 
| than a few minutes, but I agree with the 
|noble Lord who has just spoken that 
those who intend to say “ Not content” 
when the motion is put by the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack ought to 
|express their feelings openly and _ give 

their reasons why they are not in favour 
‘of this Bill. I protest in the most 
| respectful way against the Bill for two 
| reasons—firstly, because I think it is a 
| great deal too late in the session to send 

a matter of such high and unusual im- 

portance to the other House for con- 

sideration ; and, secondly, because, not- 
withstanding the composition of the 
| Committee to whom the declaration was 
| referred, I submit that they did not carry 
| out to the full the instructions that were 
given them. I understood that the in- 
| tention was that the Committee should 
| take out all the language of the original 
‘declaration that was considered offen- 
to our Roman Catholic fellow- 


| sive 
| subjects. I am told in the most 
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1229 Royal Declaration 
friendly way by various members 


of that Committee that they have done as 
much as they possibly could. I submit 
that not enough has been taken out, and 
that in the minds of our Roman Catholic 
fellow-subjects this declaration is very 
nearly as offensive as was the original 
one. I deeply regret that the opportunity 
which was given to the Committee to 
remove all words calculated to offend, not 
only Roman Catholics resident in Great 
Britain, but the enormous number of His 
Majesty’s subjects in the Colonies who 
profess the faith of the Roman Church, 
was not embraced. I venture to 
prophesy that this Bill will not pass the 
House of Commons during the present 
session. There are hardly enough days 
left to finish the numerous Bills in hand 
at this moment, and I think it is hardly 
possible that the House of Commons can 
give a matter of this importance sufficient 
time for its ventilation and discussion ; 
and I agree with my noble friend who 
has just sat down that, in any circum- 
stances, whether it passes or not, we shall 
not have heard the last of this matter, 
and that it will come up for discussion in 
every subsequent year until something 
more approaching that which will be satis- 
factory to all parties is agreed upon. I 
regret that there is more opposition to the 
amended declaration from Protestants 
than from Roman Catholics. It seems to 
me that the Roman Catholic population 
are much easier to please than a great many 
of the members of the Church of England. 
Ido not think that the declaration will 
be satisfactory until it lays down in the 
very strongest language that the 
Sovereign must be a member of the 
Church of England. I do not wish to 
see the Sovereign of England a Wesleyan 
ora Baptist, and I join with those who, 
for reasons which have been uppermost in 
our minds for many generations, think 
that the Sovereign of this great Empire 
should not be a Roman Catholic. I 
regret that the opportunity has been lost 
of amending the declaration in such a 
way as to remove anything offensive to 
our Roman Catholic fellow-subjects, and, 
at the same time, secure that the Throne 
will always be occupied by a sincere 
Protestant. 


Lorp BRAYE: My Lords, before this 
Bill leaves your Lordships’ House I 
desire to make a few observations with 
regard to it. I notice that there are no 
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Amendments on the Paper to-day. I be- 
lieve it is perfectly permissible in this 
House to move Amendments on the Third 
Reading, and I consider that the omission 
of any Amendments is somewhat signi- 
ficant—significant, not of any indifference 
towards the Bili, but of tranquil despair 
of ever getting any Amendment passed 
in your Lordships’ House after the 
experience we had on che Second Reading. 
Many noble Lords who feel strongly with 
regard to this matter had Amendments 
ready to put down, but they are deterred 
by the fact that they would get no 
followers. I agree with them that to 
act as teller and wave your wand on 
vacancy is certainly a very dispiriting 
occupation. I advocated from the very 
first the omission from the declaration of 
all allusion to doctrines, but my voice 
and the voices of noble Lords who sup- 
ported me have not prevailed. Of course, 
this Bill is better than the statute which 
is still law, there is no doubt about it; 
but it seems to me a pity, when you had 
the opportunity —the golden opportunity 
—of altering the statute, you did not do 
so in a way which would have been 
acceptable to all outside this House. To 
discuss a highly technical matter of this 
kind in this House is obviously inappro- 
priate. I am glad the word “adoration” 
of the Virgin Mary has been struck out 
altogether, but there remains a great deal 
of controvertible matter in the declara- 
tion as it stands. 

There is a clause in the Bill which, so 
far as I am aware, has not been noticed 
at all, namely, the Short Title Clause. 
The Short Title is ‘‘The Royal Declara- 
tion Act, 1901.” This is not at all a 
declaration ; it is infinitely more solemn. 
The words are uttered in the presence of 
God, and that, to my mind, converts the 
declaration into a solemn oath. A de- 
claration in the ordinary sense means an 
affirmation, which is in direct opposition 
toan oath. I submit that the Bill as it 
stands proposes to put into the mouth of 
the Sovereign a most solemn oath, 
and that, therefore, the short title 
would have been far better if it 
had read “The King’s Oath” or 
“The King’s Accession Oath.” I cannot 
help remarking that there is a great deal 
of irony in connection with this Bill, for 
at the same time that it comes before 
your Lordships there is the Royal Titles 
Bill, which contains the title of “ Defender 
of the Faith” given by Leo X. to Henry 

1% 
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VIII. And why was that title given to 


Henry VIII.? Because he had written a 
learned treatise to defend the faith which 
the Sovereign of England is now called 
upon to declare is idolatrous and super- 
stitious! There are four bank holidays 
in the year, but this, the first Monday in 
August, is the anniversary of the day of 
the accession to the Throne of the present 
Royal Family, who came to it because 
they were willing to take this very oath. 
There is another point I should like to 
mention, which also appears to have been 
overlooked. Transubstantiation is a word 
which requires a deep knowledge of 
theology to understand, and ought not 
to be ;placed on the level of popular con- 
troversy. In the law as it stands this 
word is spoken of in connection with the 
Lord’s Supper. Well, the Lord’s Supper, 
so far as I am aware, only applies to the 
Protestant service. We Roman Catholics 
never speak of the Lord’s Supper. It is 
said in this oath that there is no transub- 
stantiation in the Sacrament of the Lord’s 
Supper. We fully believe that in the 
Protestant Lord’s Supper there is no 
transubstantiation whatever. Therefore, 
oddly enough, any Roman Catholic could 
subscribe to the clause of the declaration 
with a clear conscience. I point that 
out, as I believe it has escaped the atten- 
tion of those who had charge of this Bill. 
I noticed that when the noble Marquess 
the Prime Minister was discussing this 
oath, on the second occasion I think it 


was, he lowered his voice and inclined his 


head, and spoke with great solemnity 
when he referred to the doctrines which 
the King is called upon to repudiate. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SA.ts- 


puRY): The noble Lord is entirely mis- | 
| have said before, of all the arguments 
| which we have heard addressed against 


taken. I did nothing of the kind. 

Lorp BRAYE: I beg the noble Mar- 
quess’s pardon. I meant it as a profound 
compliment. I think the noble Marquess 
said that these doctrines were very 
solemn doctrines, and not suitable for 
popular discussion. I was very pleased 
with the tone in which the noble Mar- 
quess spoke. 
the Roman Catholics of this Empire the 
reverent tone which the noble Marquess 
exhibited—I may be mistaken, but which 
I think he exhibited—when he spoke of 
these extremely sacred doctrines will be 


appreciated. An attitude of a most irre 


Lord Braye. 


{LORDS} 


| then. 


I have no doubt that by all | 





Bill. 


verent kind has been exhibited by many 
in high authority. 
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THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
The description which the noble Lord has 
given of me, that I bowed my head and 
lowered my voice when I mentioned the 
Virgin Mary, is an imputation which 
ought not to have been made. 


Lorp BRAYE: I did not mean that 
the noble Marquess bowed his head to the 
name of the Virgin Mary, but that he 
spoke in a reverential manner of the 
whole matter. 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Probably it is a matter which I had 
better not pursue. I eannot accept the 
history of the noble Lord in several 
respects, certainly in one which I shail 
notice—that the Sovereign of this 
country bears the title of Defender of the 
Faith in obedience to the decree of Pope 
Leo X., who gave him that title. The noble 
Lord omitted the very important consider- 
ation that about twelve vears afterwards 
Leo X. withdrew the title, and that the 
title was immediately conferred by a less 
dignified, but perhaps a much more effec- 
tive, authority, namely, the British 
Parliament ; and it is as conveyed by the 
British Parliament, under statute, that 
the Sovereign wears the title now. I do 
not feel I am called upon to enter upon 
the matters which have been dealt with 
by the successive speakers. There may be 
someclumsinessin my mind, but they appear 
to be exactly the same as we have heard 
before. We did our best in refutation 
If we have not succeeded in con- 
vincing those whom we addressed then, 
I do not think we should succeed if we 
made the attempt now. The fault, as I 


the language, which is the language of 
the present statute, and which would be 
the language also of the new statute, if we 
passed it, is that they persist in saying 
that we are makinga new declaration. We 
had no intention of making a new declara- 
tion, andin no fairness can it be said that we 
have made a new declaration. Because I 
bring forward a picture and propose to 
clean it I am not exposed to the cen- 
sure which may have been deserved by 
the original painter, nor am I liable for 
the errors he may have committed. I am 
compelled to admit that it may be my 
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fault more than theirs, but the attitude of 
the organs of the Roman Catholic opinion, 
of the peers of this House, and of the 
Roman Catholics who have addressed us 
from outside appears to have modified 
considerably as the debate went on. 

At first we certainly understood—I do 
not say we were intentionally given to 
understand—that the Roman Catholics 
would look upon it asan advantage and a 
favour from Parliament if these offensive 
words could be withdrawn from the 
declaration. Since that time we have 
learned that they would rather per- 


Royal Declaration 


petuate the offensive words unless we | 


will consent to grant them something 
else, which we never indicated the 
slightest intention of offering to them to 
accept. It was unfortunate, I think, 
because it has created unnecessary bitter- 
ness. We now know that they do not: 
wish these offensive words to be with- 
drawn unless, at the same time, there is 
withdrawn that declaration for the 
security of the Protestant succession, 
which we never for a single moment in- 
dicated that we had any intention of 
dispensing with. Iam sorry that that 
misunderstanding has taken place ; but I 
confess | was not aware how completely 
it had taken place until I heard the 
speech of my noble and learned friend 
behind me (Viscount Llandaff) the other 
night. I think I have taken an extract 
of what he said. He is so distinguished 
and so eloquent a representative of the 
Church to which he belongs that any- 
thing he says must undoubtedly come 
with the greatest weight, and will be held 
tocarry the sanction of many men besides 
himself. These are the words I took 
from the report. It is a very brief report ; 
but still I think it sufficiently conveys the 
purport of what he said, and it is well 
that it should be repeated in order that 
due emphasis may be attached to it— 
“Viscount Llandaff said he preferred the 
retention of the language of the Bill of Rights 
in its naked offensiveness to putting into the 
Sovereign’s mouth in this twentieth century a 
controversial statement directed against a reli- 
gion which could now be exercised by His 
Majesty’s subjects without the slightest blame 
or reproach.” 
I do not cavil at the expression of opinion 
on the part of my noble and learned | 
friend. | have no doubt it was spoken 
inall the earne-tness of his own convic- 
tions ; but, of course, what it meant was 
—and that I do not think we quite under- 
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| that the offensive words could be left in 
if the declaration against the Roman 
Catholic religion was retained. That is 
a really important state to have arrived 
at, though [ cannot say it is at all satis- 
factory. And when I am asked by my 
noble friend who introduced this matter 
whether I am prepared to prophesy the 
passage of the Bill, I confess that when I 
heard my noble and learned friend I felt 
that the prospects had received a slight, 
at all events, and not a favourable, modi- 
fication ; and when, the next morning, I 
opened the paper and saw the attitude of 
my noble and learned friend’s co-religion- 
ists in the other House, I confess I thought 
the prospects were less hopeful still. I 
much regret that this Bill should not 


succeed. Many of those who have 
spoken have argued as_ though 
it were a question between this 


3ill and some other imaginary Bill which, 
they told us, was free in the eyes of all 
men from any objection. I think the 
noble Lord below the gangway and my 
noble and learned friend both take the 
view that it was possible for us to devise 
a formula which should meet with objec- 
tion from nobody. I only wish they 
would put that formula on the Table of 
the House. I do not believe that any- 
thing of the sort exists. But be that as 
it may, the result I fear now is of a 
different kind. It is not a question 
whether you can have this change or that 
change. We know sufficient of the opimon 
of those whose voices are powerful in this 
matter to know that outside the bill 
which we are now passing there is no 
alternative of change, and that what you 
are doing by rejecting the Bill is to lay 
down that the old declaration shall remain 
in the same words such as it has been for 
more than two centuries past. Iam sorry 
that it should be so, but do not let it be 
said that it is our doing that that declara- 
tion is maintained. If the Roman 
Catholics had willed it, if they had been 
consenting parties, if they had not been 
active opponents, I think there was a very 
fair chance of removing what I admit to 
be a stain upon the Statute-book. What 
the present state of things is your Lord- 
ships will judge for yourselves, but I can- 
not feel that whatever happens the Roman 
Catholics have a right to complain of any 
grievance in what we have done. 


*Viscount LLANDAFF: My Lords, 
'the noble Marquess’s allusion to me 
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induces me to ask your Lordships to per- 
mit me to say a few words. I did no 
doubt express, in substance, the opinion 
which the noble Marquess has quoted, 
and I should have thought that the 
reason of that opinion was obvious to any 
mind. It is plain to my mind that if we 
Roman Catholics assented to a new 
declaration inserted in a Bill passed in 
this year 101, alluding to and condemn- 
ing doctrines which we hold sacred, we 
should be consenting to what we regard 
os*a most invidious exception made 
against us on the solemn occasion of the 
Sovereign’s accession. It is an invidious 
thing in our minds that doctrines of ours 
should be picked out by the Sovereign 
for repudiation. No one would object 
to his generally repudi«ting all doc- 
trines other than those of the Church 
to which he belongs, and to which he 
must, according to the constitution of this 
country, belong. The noble Marquess 
has constantly said that this is not a new 
declaration---that it is only the old 
declaration with the dirt washed off, that 
it is only an old _ picture cleaned. 
[ venture to traverse that assertion. 
The declaration in this Bill omits 
many things which were in the old 
declaration. Why is the clause against 
transubstantiation any more a part of the 
original picture than the two clauses 
which have been omitted? If the Com- 
mittee were perfectly entitled to omit 
those things, they might have omitted 
others. At any rate, it was in the power 
of the House when the Bill came before 
it to accept any modification, but the 
Government set their face against any 
modification and summoned _ their 
supporters to vote with them. It is not 
that we love the offensive language 
of the Bill of Rights ; but I am confident 
that the offensive vulgarity of the 
original declaration will so shock and dis- 
gust all sober-minded men in this country 
that there is a prospect of doing away 
with it, while there would be no prospect 


of doing away with a modified, milk-and- | 
water declaration, which was still sub- | 


stantially offensive, if we admitted it 
and consented to it being placed on the 
Statute-book. I for one prefer the old 
vulgarity and the old violence to remain 
until soberer and, I hope, wiser counsels 
shall prevail rather than consent to a 
milder and less offensive form of deelara- 
tion which is still objectionable in itself, 
Fiscount Llandaff. 


{LORDS} 


| against 
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but which it would be impossible ever to 
get rid of. 


*EaRL SPENCER: My Lords, I re- 
gretted extremely to hear from the noble 
and learned Viscount opposite a con- 
firmation of the words which the noble 
Marquess quoted from the speech which 
was made the other night. I regret it 
extremely, because I concur with the noble 
Marquess that if the Roman Catholics 
cannot accept the modified declaration 
which is embodied in this Bill they will 
have to suffer under the violence and 
vulgarity of the old words to which 
the noble and learned Lord has referred. 
I am convinced that the feeling in this 
country is so profound and so strong on 
the subject of the Protestant succession, 
and there are such exaggerated views 
of what the old declaration means, that 
it would be perfectly futile even for His 
Majesty’s Government, with all their 
strength, to have proposed a material 


| alteration in that declaration. I regret 
it extremely for two reasons. I regret 


it on account of the position which 
I fear our Roman Catholic fellow-subjects 
will remain in for along time to come, 
because I feel convinced that if this Bill 
is not accepted we shall remain for a long 
time with the old declaration of the Bill 
of Rights. But I regret it for another 
reason, which has not been referred to 
very much during these discussions. We 
do not know, of course, and we ought not, 
probably, to know what His Majesty the 
King felt in saying those words when he 
made use of them on the Throne when he 
opened Parliament. I do believe that it 
is extremely undesirable that Parliament 
should place in the mouth of the Sovereign 
words of this description, and that he 
should be obliged in ascending the Throne 
to use words so offensive to a large body 
| of his Roman Cacholic subjects. I deeply 
regret that this Biil is to be lost. As to 
| the feeling outside, I admit that it is 
strong, and my belief is that the public 
are practically ignorant of what the Bill 
is. We hear about the maintenance of 
the Coronation oath. This is not the 
Coronation oath. We get all kinds of 
statements with regard to the danger 
which this alteration of the declaration 
will bring to the Protestant succession to 
the Crown. I believe the declarations in 
favour of the Protestant religion and 
toman Catholic doctrines are 
every bit as strong and will carry as 
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great weight in the new declaration as | power to grant leave where it is abso- 


they did in the old. I was always taught | 
that violence of language is a sign ” of | 

a very weak cause, and that if you Y have | 

a good cause stated in clear and distinct | 

language your case gains by the absence 

of violence. That is what I believe the 

change in this Bill will bring about. We | 

shall have an absence of these violent 

statements, and at the same time we | 
shall secure a statement with regard to 

the Protestant religion which would make 

it impossible for any Roman Catholic to | 
succeed to the Throne. I feel strongly | 
that the necessity of this still exists, and | 
that we shall have obtained all we desire | 
if we can obtain this Bill which has been | 
introduced by the Government. There- 
fore I shall regret the loss of this Bill, | 
and I very much doubt whether, if it is | 
lost this session, the noble Lord will find | 
such a change of opinion in consequence 

of the violence and the vulgarity of the | 
language of the old Act as will enable a 

fresh Bill or a better Bill to be carried | 

hereafter. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 34) 
accordingly, and passed, and sent to the | 
Commons. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 

and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 


Order of the Day for the 
Reading read. 


Second 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (Lord RAGLAN): My Lords, 
this is a very short Bill consisting of two 
clauses, one of which affects the Militia 
and the other the Yeomanry. In the 
first place, the Bill makes the enact- 
ments relating to the Militia apply to the 
Yeomanry, except in certain small par- 


ticulars ; that is to say, in future the 
Yeomanry, both officers and men, will 
be under the Army Act in the 


same way as the Militia are now. The 
period of training in the Yeomanry is 
raised by the Bill to fourteen days as the 
minimum, and eighteen days as the maxi- 
mum. Some objections have been raised 
to the length of the training, but we 


think t'; 





ut why giving commanding officers - 


lutely necessary, providing that the leave 
does not lead to inefficiency, this difficulty 
can be got over. The present maximum 
period of training for the Militia is not 
considered sufficient for training mobile 
Militia artillery, and the Bill therefore 
ailows Militia field artillery to be trained 
for a period of eighty-four days. I trust 
your Lordships will give the measure a 
Second Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24,— 
(Lord Raglan.) 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 


| mitt2e of the Whole House to-morrow. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Five of the 
clock, till to-morrow, Four 
of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 5th August, 1901 


PRIVATE BILL BL 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


'SINESS. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL 
(By OrpeEr). 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 

Yead the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 

Verbal Amendments made; Bill read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


RIPON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
SOUTHPORT WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 
{ Lords. ] 
Read the third time, 
Amendments. 


and passed, with 
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LEEDS CORPORATION (GENERAT | (No. 11) Bill [Lords]; Pier and Harbour 
POWERS) BILL [Lords]. | Provisional Orders (No 3) Bill [Lords] ; 
As amended, considered; Amend-| Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
ments made; Bill to be read the third | Bill | Lords], without amendment. 
time. 


LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Lords]. 
‘cane, | saint 
As amended, considered; Amend-| GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
ments made; Bill to be read the third | (CONTRACTS). 


time. 


Return presented, relative thereto 

{ordered 10th May; Sir Howard Vin- 

PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND cent]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
SOUTH SNOWDON RAILWAY BILL) printed. [No. 304.] 


[Lords]. 
As amended, to be considered to-mor- | IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
row. | RENTS). 


| Copy presented of Return for the 


STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT | Month of December, 1900 [by Com- 
BILL [Lords]. | mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
As amended, considered ; to be read | 


is thiked ‘tiene. PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 


Copy presented of Thirty-third Report 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION Of the Deputy Keeper of the Public 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords}. Records and Keeper of the State Papers 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION jp re ers eee rere 
(No. 4) BILL [Lords]. able. 
Read the third time, and _ passed, | IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
without amendment. (PROCEEDINGS). 
| Gopy presented of Return of Pro- 
perry _ CORPORATION ORDER | ceedings during the month of February, 
CONFIRMATION BILL (Br Onpm).| 190] [by Command]; to lie upon the 
[Unper Section 7, Sus-secrion (2), OF THE | Table 
Private Lecistation ProcepurE (ScoTLanpD) | : 
Act, 1899.] 


; : : NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
Considered ; to be read the third time 


ener hall Return presented relative thereto 
upon 'Emureday. [ordered 29th July; Mr. Thomas 
SS _ O'Donnell] ; to lie upon the Table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. } 

That they have agreed to Aldeburgh | ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES. 
Corporation (Water) Bill; Ilkeston and | Copy ordered of ‘“ Statement showing 
Heanor Water Board Bill ; West Cumber- | the production and consumption of 
land Electric Tramways Bill; Stratford-| Aleoholic Beverages (Wine, Beer, and 
upon Avon, Towcester, and Midland | Spirits) in the various Countries of 
Junction, East and West Junction and Europe, in the United States: and in the 
Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon- | principal British Colonies ‘ together 
Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill ;| with Statistical Tables relating thereto, 
Swansea Harbour Bill; Belfast and) in each year from 1885 to 1889, as far 
Northern Counties Railway _ Bill ; | as the particulars can be stated.” —(Mr. 
Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase | Gerald Balfour.) 

Railway Bill, with Amendments. | 


That they do not insist on their Amend- | MERCHANT SHIPPING, 1900. 


ments to Dublin (Equalisation of Rates)! Copy ordered, ‘“ of Tables showing 
Bill, to which this House has disagreed. the progress of Merchant Shipping in the 


r ‘United Kingdom and the principal 
lhat they have agreed to Amendments | Maritime Countries.” —(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
to Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | four.) 
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Questions, 
QUESTIONS. 


AFRICA—REVENUE 
NEW COLONIES. 


SOUTH 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state in 
detail the amount of revenue of the 
Transvaal and also of the Orange River | 
Colony for the first six months of this 
year, and the amount received from the 
Gold Mining Company in the Transvaal 
by direct taxation, and the value of the 


yield of gold during this period. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : I am not in a position 
to give the information asked for in de- 
tail ; but I understand that for the five 


months, January to May, the receipts | 


in the Transvaal were about £200,000, 
not including about £30,000 of mining 
revenues. For the first four months of 
the year the receipts in the Orange River 
Colony amount to £65,000. I have no 
information as to the value of the yield 


of gold. 


CIVIL ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he has consulted with Lord Milner and 
experts, and if he is prepared to state now 


or before the prorogation of Parliament | 


the policy of His Majesty’s Government 


in the Transvaal and Orange River 


Colony, more especially in regard to the 
three Reports of the Commissions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 


been in consultation with Lord Milner, 
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Colonial Secretary ; if not, why was not 
| the petition transmitted to the Colonial 


OF THE Secretary. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
aware that the petition was actually 
presented to Lord Milner. The Refugee 
Committee of Cape Town in December 
last asked Lord Milner to receive a depu- 
tation to present the petition referred 
'to, and were requested to forward a copy 
to Lord Milner’s Consultative Committee 
in the first instance. I have recently 
| had an interview with the Vice-Chair- 
man of the Committee, who desired to 
elucidate some of the questions dealt with 
‘in the petition, and has promised to 
‘furnish further information. When this 
‘is received the petition will be submitted 
|to the King in the usual manner. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
'S.): Did not this petition allege that 
these men were kept in Johannesburg 
in order that their places might be sup- 
plied by black labour in the interest of 
the capitalists? Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer that questior ’ 


t°: ~. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 
|%Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Has not 


objection been taken to the consti- 
tution of the Consultative Committee 
by some of those who are refugees in 
Cape Town ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
|never known of any Committee being 
formed without objection being taken to 
‘it by somebody, but I believe this Com- 
mittee is generally regarded as being 
extremely representative. 


but am not prepared to make any further | 


statement at present. | 


BRITISH REFUGEES FROM THE 
TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that a petition to the Crown signed 
by more than 3,000 British subjects 
exiled from the Transvaal alleging cer- 
tain grievances was presented in Decem- 
ber last to Lord Milner ; whether Lord 


Milner transmitted the petition to the | 
{ 


KRUGER’S TREASURE. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


| Affairs if it was pointed out to Captain 


Crowe, the British Government Const | 
at Delagoa Bay, that treasure of ex- 
President Kruger, approximately valued 
at £2,000,000, was on board a vessel in 
the river, and whether he is aware that 


| Captain Crowe employed a man, known 
for his drunken qualities, to effect its 


seizure, with the result that the treasure 
was buried in the river by those on board 
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the vessel, and finally, with the aid of the 
United States Consul Hollis 
American captain, was conveyed from 
Delagoa Bay to a foreign port; and 
whether, in the event of his not being 
in possession of full particulars, he will 
state what information he has with 
respect to the failure to seize this and 
other treasure of great value of ex-Pre- 
sident Kruger in Portuguese territory. 


Questions. 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY To) 


THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Perhaps 
I may be permitted to answer in the 
absence of my noble friend. 


“Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: But I have 
a number of supplementary questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Then it had better be postponed. 


CHINA—INDEMNITY ARRANGEMENTS: 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): I beg 
on behalf of the hon. Member for Chester 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for | 
Foreign Affairs whether the imposition | 


of an import duty upon goods which 


have up to the present been on the free | 


list will be in accordance with Rule 2 of 
the Agreement between Great Britain 
and China of the 8th November, 1858, 
made under Article 26 of the Treaty of 
Tientsin, 1858 ; and, if not, whether it is 
the intention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to allow any provision of the said 
Treaty or any rules of the said Agree- 
ment, or any of the Treaty rights what- 
soever of this country in China, to be 
altered or abrogated by a majority of the 
Ministers of the Powers now represented 
at Pekin. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(for Viscount CRANBORNE): The abolition 
of free imports would involve the abroga- 
tion of Rule 2 of the Agreement of 8th 
November, 1858. The treaty rights of 
Great Britain in China could not be 
affected by any decision come to by a 
majority of the foreign representatives 
at Peking, but, as has already been stated 
to the House, His Majesty's Government 
approve of the modification of our treaty 


{COMMONS} 


and an/ 
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| BRITISH CONCESSIONS IN CHINA. 


Mr. MOON: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Chester I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, in view of the fact that 
certain concessions obtained by British 
subjects in China have been rendered 
inoperative by the policy of Chinese 
officials, His Majesty’s Government, now 
that the Powers have arrived at a settle- 
ment with China, intend to take any, 
and if so what, steps with a view to 
| rendering such concessions effective, and 
|to protecting the rights and_ vested 
‘interests of the British subjects therein 
| concerned. 
| 
| 


Questions. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
(for Viscount CRANBORNE) : His Majesty’s 
Government will take such steps as may 
| be necessary to protect the rights and 
vested interests of British subjects who 
have lawfully obtained concessions in 
China by supporting them through His 
Majesty’s Minister at Peking, or by such 
other means as the circumstances may 
| require. 





INDIA—POPPY CULTIVATION. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire 

| W.R., Holmfirth) : On behalf of the hon. 
| Baronet the Member for the Barnard 
Castle Division of Durham I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
his attention has been called to the 
‘increase in the acreage under poppy 
‘cultivation in India from 458,000 acres 
‘in 1894 to 613,000 acres in 1900, as 
| shown in the Return No, 36 of the Moral 
and Material Progress of India; and, 
having regard to the declarations by Mr. 
W. H. Smith in 1891, and by Mr. Glad- 
stone in 1893, to the effect that the policy 
of diminution of the cultivation of the 
poppy and consumption of opium would 
be continued, whether he can state what 
steps the Government are now taking 
for the furtherance of this policy, espe 
‘cially as regards the acreage under 
| cultivation. 





| *Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror 
| INDIA (Lord G. Hamiiton, Middlesex, 

Ealing): I am aware that the area under 
| poppy cultivation in British India was 


rights, and have determined to assent 613,000 acres in 1900 and only 458,200 
to it. 





acres in 1894. But the year 1894 was 
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the worst of a series of years exceptionally {in view of Recommendation 22 of the 
unfavourable for the cultivation of the | Report on London Underground Rail- 
poppy, and the 1894 crop was the | ways, he proposes sending an engineer 
shortest on record. The present poppy from his Department to examine into 
area in British India is about what it was the subway system now in use in certain 
in 1885 and 1886, before the unfavourable towns in the United States and on the 
seasons set in. As the production of Continent of Europe, and to report 
opium in India varies from year to year, | as to the advantages afforded by this 
and has not increased, but diminished, | system over the underground tubes now 
on a comparison of the decade ending | in use in London. 
1900 with the decade ending 1890, Ij 
am of opinion that no further steps to| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will 
diminish the acreage under cultivation , consider with the technical officers of the 
are required. Department whether such inquiry by the 
Board of Trade is desirable. It may be 


HIGHLAND MAIL STEAMERS. that even with the information they at 
present possess the inspecting officers 


> 7 J © Y y . o . a) 2 . 
ne : oe ee wy Aga beg | would be ina position to deal with under- 
toask the President of the Board of Trade | takings of this description if an effort 
sige ge = ge that the geet gd was made by promoters to embark in 
year old paddle steamer “Lovedale,” such enterprises in this country. I 
which was provided {by Mr. David | understand that the system is also about 
y 
McBrayne, steamship owner, for the | to he tried in Paris 
purpose of conveying the Lewis section | 
of the pi sep reese on cond |[*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER asked 
ig ron SEyE om ae a 7 = | whether, in view of the fact that the 
: see ne ha fore - we 1 'London County Council thought the 
 skiprengeny, the night th nai i inch, pees system so important that they were send- 
ee al he Were ar _— tee ing two experts to America to investigate, 
a-half hours: will he state the cause of jy¢ Department would make similar in- 
the breakdown, and, in view of the fact wietioast 
: a : estigation. 
that this steamer is in constant use for 
the conveyance of passengers, willinquiry Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I will 
be made as to the suitability of this consider the matter. It would, however, 
steamer for passenger traffic in the be an unusual proceeding, seeing that 
exposed seas around the coasts of the no legislation is contemplated. 
Western Highlands and Islands. 
m rel vA ~ TORPEDO TESTS—REPORTS OF 
ne PRESIDENT or tHe’ BOARD ACCIDENTS, 
oF TRADE (Mr. GERAL FOUR, Leeds ‘ IS DILK 
Sy rRADI (Mr. GERALD BALFOt RI eeds, *Si CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
Central) : Iam informed that the ‘ Love- Dita Minch al Dieahe Ti ak 4 
dale” holds a passenger certificate, and opeanconondge a a Sa eee 
gle : piso. sae -) ,-. secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
is suitable for the service for which she is 5 . : . 
ment with reference to the report by an 
engaged. I learn that on the 11th June. - eaters, 
Se : _ inspector, quoted on page 163 of the 
(not the 11th July, as stated in the ques- Rannet of theOhiel Tus FI tasted 
ailous al tee wniiho-shael tits Was veport of the Chief Inspector of Factories, 
one of the paddle-wheel floats was | | . : 
as ay as to the non-reporting of an accident 
damaged by striking some floating . . . : 
Tay ae . rm caused in testing the air-chamber of a 
wreckage in the Minch. The damage : . 5 
a pia al . torpedo at very high pressure, whether 
was so slight that after a very short stop. . : , é 
: CORE in this case any machinery moved by 
made to remove a damaged bracket of one . Mare, hoe ie. 
{prtagteerede BP. te -~ mechanical power was made use of, or 
ot the feathering floats, the vessel pro-) ji ; 
ih aa tea vacadnes whether it was a case of explosion ; and, 
F tai i if so, whether the accident is reportable 
under Section 18, sub-section (2), of the 
SUBWAYS AND UNDERGROUND | Factory Act of 1895. 
TUBES. : 
*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt-. *Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
shire, Chippenham): T beg to ask the ThE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
President of the Board of Trade whether, | Rurcuie, Croydon): ‘The accident in 
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question was caused by explosion—no | !»se; and whether, in view of the fact 
machinery moved by mechanical power | that the Government affords facilities 
was in use. It was not reported because for betting by permitting betting tele- 
no one was hurt. An accident is not/ grams to be transmitted and making 
reportable either under sub-section (1) or | special telegraphic arrangements for 
sub-section (2) unless some person is/| race meetings, the Postmaster General 
injured. | will consider the advisability of punish- 
|ing the men by some other means than 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE inquired if the | dismissal. 
Home Office were perfectly clear as to | 
the reading of the sub-section. | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
/is the case that three telegraphists 
* fr. RITCHIE: I have given my right | attached to the Central Telegraph Office 
hon. friend the absolute opinion of the| have been dismissed by the Postmaster 
Home Office on the subject. |General for betting. Four other tele. 
|graphists have been punished for 
FACTORY INSPECTION IN SCOTLAND, | the same offence by reduction of pay. 
| There is a rule of long standing, made in 


ITON, Ts ale ohe)-: a . . Q 
Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) : Tbeg| the interests both of the staff and of the 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | public that any Post Office servant who 
Home Department whether his attention | bets renders himself liable to dismissal. 
has been called to the report by Miss | This rule has been repeatedly brought 
Anderson on the appointment of lady | under the notice of the staff in the most 
factory inspectors ; and whether, in view | emphatic way. The Postmaster General 
= egy ge 0 by the | earefully considered the circumstances 
one hha 7 Wo. I ‘A , 4 | of each case before arriving at his decision, 
factories an orkshops Amendment | ey PER, Ae 
Bill, he will consent a pon the | are ~~" _ _ Seder: groans 
ai “Vy | which he can depart from his decision. 
Scotch Department where Miss Paterson, | 
of Glasgow, the sole lady inspector in| 
Scotland, is liable to be summoned south | RURAL POSTMEN’S PAY. 


to attend to other work, and may bes! er JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
and sometimes is, employed in England. | w ): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
| . fond ae : Cc a 
| Treasury, as representing the Post- 
*Mr. RITCHIE: I haves . w ager a 
Mr. RITC HIE 7 have seen the report | master General, if, in view of the fact 
referred to. There is no“ Scotch Depart- | that rural postmen are put on a lower 
ment ” in the staff of the lady inspectors, | wage scale than town postmen, some 
all of whom are liable to service in all | provision will be made to give them 
parts of the United Kingdom. If the | increased remuneration when they are 
Factory Bill passes I will carefully con- | : 


| 
eat ag er ith told off to do superior duties, such as 
soa seeds: aie ag ~veagadenapeagseseliornmngh | sorting the contents of London and 
staff [ can ask the Treasury to sanction ; | neal tobias 
WAS : | other mail bags. 
but so far as I can judge the increase | 


of work will fall rather on the macees Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAL: 
inspectors than on the ladies. | The Postmaster General is not aware of 
| any instance in which rural postmen are 





DISMISSAL OF BETTING _ required to perform sorting duties proper 
TELEGRAPHISTS. to a superior class. He will be glad if 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydfil): | the hon. Member will furnish him with 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, |the name of the office to which his 
as representing the Postmaster General, | question refers in order that inquiry 
whether he is aware that some telegraph- | may be made on the subject. 
ists of the Central Telegraphs, London, ; 
have been punished by loss of salary and | ae sek 
others dismissed for betting, and that | POST OFFICE TELEPHONES. 
the officers dismissed have been in the} Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
service a number of years and were! S.): On Lchelf of the hon. Member for 
eligible for pensions, which they now North Ishngton, I beg to ask the Secre 
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tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether the regu- 


Questions. 


lations of the Post Office telephones in | 


London, when in working order, will 
permit of private firms obtaining private 
wires. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
establishment of the Post Office telephone 
system in Lundon will not affect the 


provision of private wires of moderate | 
Postmaster General. | 


length by the 
They will continue for the present to be 
provided at the same rates and under 
the same conditions as now. It is, 
however, hoped that in many cases the 
Exchange service will serve the same 
purposes as more costly private wire 
systems. 


TELEPHONE TECHNICAL STAFF. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- | 
sury, as representing the Postmaster | 
General, whether, he is aware that the | 
technical staff of the metropolitan super- | 
intending engineer has been increased | 


by the telephone system now being laid 
in London, and that a number of the 


men employed had had no Government | 


service previously and in some cases 


possessed elementary certificates only ; | 
and whether, seeing that a number of | 


{5 Aucust 1901} 


(Questions. 1250 


who succeed in passing the necessary 
cxaminations. During the past two 
yeirs thirty-five telegraphists have been 
transferred from the Central Telegraph 
Office to the engineering branch. | 


DEATH OF MR. W. W. B. BEACH. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): May I ask my right hon. friend 


the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that our late 
friend the Member for West Hampshire 
met his death on Friday by being thrown 
| out of a hansom cab through the horse 
stumbling over an imperfectly-mended 
| roadway, and whether he can say who is 
responsible for that state of the road, 
which to-day, I see, has been fenced off ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrer 
| Lona, Bristol, S.): Yes, I am perfectly 
aware of the melancholy fact to which my 
right hon. friend has referred, and which, 
[am sure,is regretted in all quarters of the 
House. So far as I am able to ascertain, 
‘the local authority responsible for the 
repair of the roadway in Parliament 
Street is the Borough Council of West- 
minster. I propose to ascertain for 
| certain whether that is so, and, if neces- 
sary, to make a representation to them 
on the subject. 


the staff at the Central Telegraph Office, | 


London, possess equal qualifications, the | 
Postmaster General will consider the | 


advisability of recruiting the technical 
staff from those telegraphists who hold 
certificates for technical knowledge, and 
in this manner give an opportunity for 
deserving officers to receive promotion. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It | 
has been found necessary in carrying out 
the work of establishing telephone com- 
munication in London to engage a num- 
ber of supervising officers who possess a | 
practical knowledge of underground and | 
cabling operations to act as clerks of | 
works, There were no telegraphists in | 
the Central Telegraph Office who had 
the necessary knowledge or experience 
to fi them for such work. When the 
permanent additions to the staff of the 
metropolitan superintending engineer 
are authorised, it is anticipated that a 
considerable number of appointments 


will be open to be filled by telegraphists 


WIDENING OF4PICCADILLY. 
Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
| Works whether he is aware that the con- 
gestion of traffic in Piccadilly takes place 
at the top of Arlington Stree and at the 


| bottom of Hamilton Place, and not at the 


point where the widening of Piccadilly 
is proposed by the County Council ; 
wh ther he will consider the advisa- 
bility of issuing orders for the improved 


| regulation of the omnibus traffic with the 
| view to the prevention of the present 


congestion ; and, seeing that a portion 
of the Green Park was taken away on a 
former occasion, whether he will use his 
influence with the County Council to 
| post pone the carrying out of the scheme 
| until the matter can be more fully con- 
| sidered. 


| Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER © oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DOoUuGLAs, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): In my opinion the 
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worst congestion of traffic is at Hamilton 
Place, where—notwithstanding the sug- 


Questions. 


gestion in my hon. friend’s question—j|does not appear on 


the widening proposed is greatest. It is 
not within my province to issue orders 
for the regulation of street traftic. The 
scheme has been before the public for a 
year past, and the plan was exhibited in 
the tea room of this House last summer. 
At that time it was much discussed, and 
was favourably entertained. Should my 
hoa. friend or any other hon. Member 
desire again to see these plans I will 
gladly show and discuss them. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the con- 
gestion at Bond Street is due to private 
carriages being allowed to loiter in a 
narrow thoroughfare. Will steps be 
taken to compel them to wait in side 
streets ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have 
already said that I have nothing to do 
with the regulation of the street traffic. 


CONGESTION IN THE ISLAND OF 
LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, in view of the recent liti- 
gation between the trustees of the late 
Sir James Matheson, formerly owner 
of the Island of Lewis, and the repre- 
sentatives of the late Lady Matheson, in 
regard to mortgage claims on the estate, 
will the Congested Districts Board con- 
sider the expediency of communicating 
with the parties concerned with a view to 
purchase or otherwise secure the whole 
or a portion of the Island of Lewis for the 
settlement of the landless cottars and 
fishermen of the island. 


*Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM MurRAY, Buteshire): The Secre- 
tary for Scotland is unable to understand 
the connection between the litigation 
and the question of the possibility of doing 
anything in the direction suggested in 
the hon. Member’s question, and cannot 
give any promise in the matter. 


CROWN RENTS IN SCOTLAND—RE- 


MUNERATION OF RECEIVER. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury if he will ex- 


{COMMONS} 


| plain why the 
Receiver of Crown Rents in Scotland 
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remuneration of the 


Questions. 


the Estimates 
and is not voted by Parliament, but is 


| paid out of the revenues which he collects 
on behalf of the Crown: and will he state 


the name of the person who fills the 


| office, when and by whom he was ap- 
| pointed, the amount of remuneration 


paid each year during the last five years ; 
and whether he is paid by salary or com- 
mission, or both. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The expenses of management of the here- 
ditary land revenues of the Crown in 
Scotland, including the salary of the 
Crown Receiver in Edinburgh, are paid 
out of the income of those revenues under 
the provisions of the Crown Lands Act, 
1829, Section No. 115, which were made 
applicable to Scotland by the Crown 
Lands Act, 1833. Under an Act of 1851 
the salaries of the Commissioners of 
Woods and the staff in their office are 
defrayed out of moneys voted by Parlia- 
ment, but this enactment did not apply 
to salaries of receivers. The present 
Crown Receiver in Edinburgh is Mr. 
Holmes Ivory, who was appointed by the 
Treasury in 1893. He is paid no com- 
mission, but a fixed salary of £600 per 
annum, with an allowance of £350 for 
clerks. 


ALLEGED BOYCOTTING ‘IN CO. 
LEITRIM. 

CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant or Ireland whether 
he is aware that Dr. Muleahy, J.P., 
attended a meeting of the United Irish 
League held recently at Ballinamore, 
county Leitrim, and proposed resolutions 
calling on shopkeepers and others in the 
neighbourhood not to supply goods to 
certain persons obnoxious to the League, 
and whether he will call the attention 
of the Lord Chancellor for Ireland to 
this conduct. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAN D(Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): On behalf of my right hon. friend, 
I have to say he is informed that a meet- 
ing of the League was held at Ballina- 
more on the 30th June, at which Dr. 
Mulcahy, a justice of the peace, was 
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present. The police did not attend the 
meeting, which was held indoors, and no 
report of the proceedings at the meeting 
has been published. In the absence of 
some proof that resolutions to the effect 
stated were proposed by this gentleman, 
as alleged, the Government could not act 
on the suggestion of my right hon. and 
gallant friend. 


BANTEY BAY FORESHORE. 

Mr. WEIR: [beg toask Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland if he will state when 
the Crown rights to the foreshore of 
Bantry Bay between the railway pier and 
Newtown were sold to the owner or 
trustees of the Bantry Estate, and for 
what consideration. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The lands in ques- 
tion form part of certain lands which, in 
consideration of the sum of £10, the 
Board of Trade conveyed to the Bantry 
Estate trustees, by indenture, dated 
the Ith September, 1898. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I merely wish to ask 
for information as to the business of the 
week, especially Wednesday, which, I 
believe, is as yet unassigned. But, 
possibly, in the absence of the Leader of 
the House, for a reason which we all 
dep!ore—— 


“tr, WILLIAM JOHNSTON : Except 


the Lrish Members. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Mr. Speaker, 
1 must call your attention to- the 
observation just made by the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. When my right 
hon. friend said-—— 


*\Ir. SPEAKER: To what hon. Mem- 
ber does the hon. Member refer ? 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The hon. 
Me-nber for South Belfast, who never 
omits an opportunity of insulting Irish 
Members. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man said the First Lord of the Treasury 
was absent for a reason we all regret— 
and we do all regret it—the hon. Member 
said “ Except the Irish Members.”” That, 
Sir, is a great insult to us and to the man 
who is now under bereavement. Person- 
ally, opposed as I have been to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for War, 
I was the very first to write him a letter 
of sympathy in his sorrow. I must 
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protest against this insult being applied 
tu us, 


*Mr. SPEAKER#: Thethon. Member 
was not justified in making the observa- 
tion, and I am sure he will withdraw it. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Of 
course, Sir, I bow to your ruling at once. 
My reason for making the observation 
was the fact that all the questions on the 
Paper addressed to the Chief Secretary, 
who is absent for the same reason, were 


postponed. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
[ may say, Sir, that the reason those 
questions were postponed had nothing 
whatever to do with the absence of the 
Chief Secretary. We knew the right 
hon. Gentleman would be absent, and we 
regret the cause of his absence. We 
desired that the questions should be 
answered by him, who, we thought, had 
fuller knowledge of the facts. I do 
not know whether the Colonial Secretary 
is in a position to give us any information 
about the course of business. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under- 
stand that Supply will be taken on Thurs- 
day and Friday, but, of course, the 
future progress of business will depend 
upon how far we get to-day. As to 
Wednesday, I am not able to make any 
statement in the absence of my right 
hon. friend. 


Service Estimates. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Larceny Bill, 
without amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act to modify the Declaration 
required by the Bill of Rights to be made 
by the Sovereign.’’ Royal Declaration 


Bill [Lords]. 
SUPPLY ([2Iist ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Civi SERVICE AND REVENUE DEpParRt- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


Crass II. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, That a sum, not exceeding 
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£94,880, be granted to His Majesty, to|in order to allow the printing of the 
complete the sum necessary to defray illustrations which accompany it. There 
the Charge which will come in course | are some horrible pictures of the lungs 
of payment during the year ending | of persons dead of dangerous diseases, 
on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the | and I venture to say that these illustra- 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of | tions, the preparation and printing of 
His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the | which is, of course, costly and slow, are 
Home Department and Subordinate | not necessary to the Report. They are 
Offices. very important, no doubt, for the techni- 
| eal advisers of the Government, but with 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | the exception of one or two hon. Members 
shire, Forest of Dean): This Vote has | they are practically useless to the House 
been deferred until the present late | generally, and it is a great pity if the 
period of the session in order that we | Report has been delayed for the sole 
might have the Home Office Report in | purpose of bringing in these illustrations, 
time to allow us to avail ourselves of the | We have now a new Secretary of State, 
opportunity which the Leader of the | aman of business who, I hope, will feel, 
House kindly promised to give us of dis- | with the Committee generally, that it is 
cussing the labour policy of the adminis- | necessary for us to have this Report 
tration of the year. Two years ago I | earlier in future years. We hope that he 
ventured to ‘move a reduction of the | will renew personally the promise made 
salary of the then Secretary of State on | by his predecessor—kept for one year 
account of the great and avoidable but broken inthe present twelvemonths— 
delay which had taken place in the | and that henceforward we shall have the 
the Report, without | Report at a much earlier period of the 

unable to discuss | session. 

because we have no| Now, Sir, the Report itself is an 
beyond that provided | extremely interesting one, and probably 
a year before. As a result of what | the most valuable that has ever been laid 
occurred on that occasion the then | before this House. We ought to con- 
Secretary of State made what we took | gratulate ourselves on the fact that the 
to be a promise to the House, and that | Reports are so good when those at the 
promise has not been kept this year. | head of the office have to some extent 
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production of 
which we are 
these things, 
information 





When the reduction was actually moved | 
the right hon. Gentleman was not in a | 
position to make the promise, but shortly | 
afterwards—on the 4th August, 1899— | 
he volunteered the promise in these | 
words— 

“T think it will be possible to present, at an 
early period of the session, the reports of the 
various inspectors. At all events, I have got 
the consent of the Treasury to an increase of 
the staff of clerks in the Factories Department, 
and with regard to the bringing out of these 
reports Ihope . . . to some extent to satisfy | 
the demands of the right hon. Gentleman.” 
That we took to be a promise. The 
increase in the staff of the Department | 
was granted by the Treasury on the | 
understanding that it was necessary in 
order that in future the Report should 
be issued earlier in the session. Not 
only has that not been done, but the | 
Report has been kept back until the | 
extreme end of July, and the result | 
has been the postponement of the dis- | 
cussion on this Vote. I do not know | 
how far the Report has been kept back | 


!and administration. 


been engaged in the preparation of legis- 
lation likely soon to occupy the attention 
of the House. The Reports of the indi- 
vidual inspectors are admirable. I only 
wish the Committee were in a position to 


| pay attention to the Reports, and to press 


on the Government the necessity of acting 
on them and of carrying out the views 
so ably laid before Parliament and the 
country. I shall try to keep very strictly 
within the rules of order by distinguish- 
ing most carefully between legislation 
I will endeavour 
not to say a word which concerns legisla 
tion. Of course there are some subjects 
discussed in this Report which are also 


subjects of legislative proposals by the 


Government, and of them I may have to 
mention one or two. But there have 
been defects in administration in the 
past which are entirely outside the ques 
tion of legislation. There is the Report 
contained in the Report of the Chief 
Secretary of Factories on the subject of 
the special exemption of the fish trade 
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generally. But we are not concerned | process should not be carried on with some 
with what is exempted, because exemp- attention to sanitary requirements. . . The 
, becar 


, 2 i z | existence of an exemption has rendered the 
tion of course is a matter of legislation, | administration difficult. . . Starting with 
and that exemption is varied in the Bill | an exemption for one process, that of ‘ gutting, 
about to be laid before Parliament. | Salting, and packing,’ the industry would seem 


What I complain even more stron gly of | to have shaken itself gree f free from con- 


| trol, until now we find fish which have been 
now than before is that there has been | in salt for weeks dealt with as perishable 


in the Home Office an absence of com- | articles. . . Every article of food is to 
plete acting on the legislation which it | 8°™e extent perishable, but when a herring 


d that it has allowed | 2% been kept in salt for some weeks there is 
already possesses, and that it has allowe | no reason for working on it at night.” 


the rag cag in all its cr ben | This is an admission by the Home 
i a8 ves epg ‘iti a ‘yhich it | fue? inspectors who were specially 
ee a oo _deputed to report on the subject that 
ought to have prevented. If it had given | 


; Mota’ tes elias Bane i statements of the ladies sent out 
effect oe Cae a Sent er by the Christian Social Union were 
is only one process it would have been | 


; | true, and that the exemption—which 
better, but it has allowed it to be extended | 4, the exemption of the process of 


saver: ocesses 1 ade. . ; . : : ° 
to several a eages pes yer aa : | gutting, sorting,and packing immediately 
— ae ey Sn: Ae Gee on the arrival in the boats of fish—in- 


friend the Member for Great Yarmouth | cessed Bae the etriee toni neta el 
oy ‘ 27a 1 « i 5 oe y “ sz . 

defended that place in particular on the |extended by the administrative action 
ground that it was impossible that the of tis Bie Olen ta indeds. cher 
allegations which had been made with |) odes of dealing with herrings, and to 
regard to the fish trade there could be include the dealing with fish which has 
true. The information on which we itl Nota: tins In ice and not inane 
relied was obtained by the Research diately after its arrival by boat. The 
Committee of the Christian Social Union Report see. 

—by a committee of ladies who were sent 


round the coast for the purpose, and the | outer to me, ‘why the workers in this trade 
revelations they made were disgusting, | should not have regular meal hours instead of 
showing the existence of a condition of | having to take their food at their work.’ 
things which it should be the duty of the | Children of eleven and twelve, too young to 
ne Offies to prevent, In the Resort work full time under the Acts, . . employed 
_— : I 4 *POTt | outside the Acts altogether. In another case, 
which has just been laid before Parlia-| in which a curer had a factory and also a 
ment we find absolute confirmation by | kippering shop, . . the workers went from 


the inspectors of the Home Office of the | °?¢ to the other, always sure of their full day’s 
Ten ee _ ee work in the factory, followed very often by five 

allegations made by these ladies, and I| (yy hours’ work in the shop.” 

will ask the attention of the Committee eg ; 

ok, | saul & low ebtcasin Ueatsleees I complain of the non-enforcement of 


“‘*There is no reason,’ said a herring 


é Home the law. I specifically complain of that 
The inspector says— 

: : , non-enforcement at Hull, where from 

“In Yarmouth . . . the curing trade December to March—the ecldest wi f 

for the foreign market is carried on on a large | VeCember to March—the coldest winter 

plot of ground belonging to the town . . un-| months—women are worked for un- 

em ger uncovered, . . - i conscionably long hours dealing with 
whole of the soll . . . impregnated wi pieeren). peitare e rs es 
2 ‘ > ‘ oh a ve ‘ e > 

decayed or decaying animal matter. . . In herrings caught three weeks before on 


cold, in wind, in rain, in the darkness of the | the coast of Norway, and not at all in a 

morning hours and the darkness of the night, | condition which renders the trade one 

with no shelter or care for their comfort subject to exemption from the Factory 

. . . these women work on. What one Acts. The whole conditions of the trade 

feels most strongly is that it is all unneces- | +*°'- . AOle CONGIMONS OF the trade 
” 


ary. have changed since the exemption was 
Now, the hon. and gallant Member for | originally granted. I should not be in 
Yarmouth, who I regret to see is not | order if I were to attempt to argue that 
here, will I am sure, not suggest that, on| the exemption should be got rid of 
the evidence before us, the kippering| altogether, but I do urge that it should 
and other branches of the trade are in a| be strictly and rigidly kept to its original 
ss unfavourable condition than those| lines, and not extended to any processes 
illuded to by the inspector, who goes on | ther than those first intended. As I 
tosay— have said, the conditions of trade have 
“The making of kippers and bloaters. . ,| greatly changed, as is proved by the 
here would seem to be no reason why this’ sale in London of fresh Loch F yne 
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herrings. The use of ice has become) of such cases did. There is undoubtedly, 
more general, steamships for bringing | as may be seen by a perusal of the Reports 
in the fish are also more generally used, | of the inspectors for the Potteries district, 
and then again cold storage has been | a tendency to minimise the extent of the 
widely adopted. I complain that the| sufferingsinthisindustry. For instance, 
exemption has not been rigidly construed, | there is the lamentable fact that at the 
and I hope that in the future the Hometime of the excitement in the public 
Office will see that the limits are| mind with regard to poisoning from 
adhered to. | beer last winter the employers did not 

The next subject I want to bring hesitate, at their dinners, to allude to 
before the Committee is one of three or | beer poisoning as accounting for cases 
four which in recent vears we have| Which were ascribed to plumbism to a 
strongly pressed with regard to the/| large extent in the Potteries. That 
administration of the Home Office. Shows the existence of the spirit to 
In regard to one or two of these we have attribute them to other causes. But 
in late years succeeded in making a/!2 _™Y opinion the improvement is 
step in advance. But the subject | mainly accounted for by the general 
of lead poisoning in the china and Use of the fan in decorative purposes, 
earthenware trade is one which arouses | Pressed by us on the Home Office, 
great anxiety, and with good reason. adopted by them, and insisted upon by 
The Home Office have some right to the inspectors generally in all dusty 
pride themselves on a certain improve- trades. It is an immense gain, and has 
ment in the figures, which show a considerably minimised the suffering 
decrease in the number of cases of lead in the less important cases. The sutfer- 
poisoning in this trade. The decrease 1%8 12 the dipping trade is very serious 
is more considerable in the slighter cases | Still. Now, the remedy of the manu- 
than in the serious ones. I do not wish | facturers is suspension, but it has never 
to-day to press the point which I have had | been a favourite remedy with many of 
to press on previous occasions, namely, | US who have pressed this matter on the 
how far that improvement is due to the | 4ttention of the House. _There has, in 
non-reporting of cases. There is, in| fact, been a suspension of judgment on 
many of the lead cases, a difference of | Ur part in regard to it. It is obviously 
opinion on the part of medical men ;| 20t the best operation, because it is a 
there is, too, an impression in the minds | policy which tends to ruin and starve 
of some of the workers, which may or | the worker in the pottery districts. Work 
may not be erroneous, that a good many |! safe processes means a reduction of 
medical men practising in the Potteries | the wages of skilled workers and the Joss 
are inclined to ascribe these cases of lead | Of the means of livelihood. These dis 


poisoning to other causes than plumbism. | tricts are one-trade districts, and there 
of other trades in 


There is a corresponding impression in| 18 not a sufficiency 

the minds of some of the manufacturers | which people who have been suspended 
that some medical men are inclined to | ¢@” find employment. Those other trades 
cases which are| are already overcrowded, and conse- 

It is impossible for |quently the workers are subjected to 


any of us to be certain on these points,| 2" Immense reduction of — wages. 
and while I may have my own impression | According to the employers we ought 
that some of the improvement is due to | to have no plumbism at all, a8 
the non-reporting of cases, the hon. | it ought really to have been extinguished 
Member opposite, who represents the by: the policy of suspension, at all events 
Potteries district, may share the view | 2mong the women and children. The 
of the manufacturers that that is not | employers say that they have been ex 
the case. That is a matter, however, | traordinarily strict, and that everyone 


| . ° 
on which neither of us can prove our with the slightest tendency to ead 
poisoning, or with a constitution likely 


case. Last year I asked as to some non- ; » 0 

reported cases—cases in which the doctor | t© Incur It, 1s now suspended. And yet 
absolutely responsible did not allege the | 42 enormous amount of plumbism cot 
presence of lead, although specialists; tinues even among women and young 
who were concerned in the investigation | persons. This trade is one which differ 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


ascribe to plumbism 
due to other causes. 
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from all other trades, except perhaps 
one in which we have completely suc- 
ceeded, I refer to the match trade and 
phosphorous poisoning. There is a per- 
fect and officially admitted remedy for 
this lead poisoning in the china and 
earthenware trade. The Home Office, 
as advised by its experts, say that a cer- 
tain remedy exists which will put an end 
to plumbism, and they have advised that 
it be tried. The manufacturers, how- 
ever, complain that they are suffering 
from severe foreign competition, and 
that we are hampering them by desiring 
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‘to put further restrictions upon their 
‘trade in the interests of the public health. 


But as far as Germany is concerned that 
argument does not hold good, because 
Germany, which is a competitor, has, 
in fact. by different steps from those 
taken here, but still by very effective 
steps, reduced plumbism more rapidly 
than we have. That is a fact beyond all 
doubt. There is a clear illustration of it 
in the Factory Report which has just 
been presented. On page 216 of that 
report you will find the views of the Bir- 
mingham inspector on plumbism. He 
says incidentally with regard to the dis- 
use of lead that there— 

“ig a new process of manufacturing tin 
oxide carried out by Messrs. Wiggin and Co., 
at Smethwick. This oxide is particularly use- 
fulfor the white enamelling of hollow ware. 
At present it is almost exclusively sent to Ger- 
many for that purpose, and the standard of 
purity is fixed at a high level, as one-tenth of 
one per cent. of lead would mean _ its rejection. 
If Germany can take this leadless enamel from 


us, surely it would pay our local manufacturers 
to use it.” 


However, the advisers of the Home Office 
think their plan better than the German 
plan. Those who press the Home Office 
to act up to the scientific knowledge of 
its inspectors and those they call in to 
put in force the remedy suggested are 
able to point to the stamping out of 
necrosis or phossy jaw in this country. 
Three or four years ago we were com- 
plaining of the horrors in the match 
trade; we had a fearful batch of un- 
reported cases which were brought to 
light, with the effect that public attention 
was aroused, and the Home Office took 
such steps as resulted in the stamping 
out of phossy jaw. We now ask the 
Committee to strengthen the hands of 
the Home Office in trying to deal with 
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the lead trade in the same way as it did 
with the match trade. In Germany 
they have made enormous progress with 
a remedy of a different class to that 
which we propose. My hon. friend the 
Member for Berwickshire. when the 
Compensation Act was under discussion 
in this House, moved an Amendment the 
object of which was to place deaths from 
dangerous diseases incurred in the course 
of employment on the same footing as 
deaths from accidents. In Germany the 
heavy compensation which has to be paid 
by the manufacturers to the victims of 
lead poisoning has been the cause of 
enurmous improvements being made by 
themselves for the sake of their own 
pockets. They also have in Germany a 
special law against the sale of any goods 
for domestic use which, when tested, 
are found to contain volatile lead. and 
these two things together have almost 
stamped out plumbism in Germany. Our 
own experts here prefer a different class 
of remedy, which they suggest is better 
than the German policy. Doctor Thorpe, 
whose reports have been laid before 
Parliament, has suggested the laying 
down of a standard of frit for the lead 
trade. The manufacturers prefer the 
plan of suspension, but that is somewhat 
unjust to the working class and. if pos- 
sible, we ought to avoid it. The Home 
Office evidently think it is possible to 
avoid it by acting on the advice of their 
inspectors, and therefore it is proposed 
to try the rival plan of a standard for 
frit The suspension is objectionable 
for reasons which possibly the hon. 
Member for Berwickshire may mention. 
Undoubtedly the workers complain of it 
because of the conditions under which 
the examination itself is enforced. The 
matter is one which involves close in- 
quiry. Apart from that there is the 
enormous difficulty of suspending people 
from work in a well-paid employment, 
the only employment which they can 
obtain in a district with a single trade. 
As the new rules have had to wait so 
long for the arbitration on them, I should 
have preferred to have waited a little 
longer, so that we might have known 
what principles the Government were 
going to introduce in their legislation. 
I complain, however, that the Home 
Office has been slow in acting administra- 
tively on the present law. The new 
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December, 1899. There was a fresh 
circular in August, 1900, which did not 
advance matters much further. Then 
came the special rules, which were good 
enough rules, and on which conference 
after conference was held with the manu- 
facturers up to February last. The 
arbitration on them has been postponed 
unti! very late in the present year, so 
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rules were proposed in a circular dated | 16th August, and in an article the writer 


that the rules will not come into force | 


for a considerable period yet. One 
result of the conferences which have been 
held is, I am afraid, that our case has 
been given away as far as concerns the 
arbitration which is coming upon us. 
The employers now know what the Home 
Secretary is prepared to give them as a 
result of the arbitration. That seems 
to put us in a bad position. It is clear 
that it is intended to enforce a standard 
of insolubility. 
and cream-coloured articles which the 
Home Office advisers appear to think 
sufficient is to be increased to 2 per cent. 
in order to cover all possible cases of 
hardship. The 2 per cent. with a 
corresponding figure for coloured articles, 
may, however, be lost to us as a result of 
the arbitration. I propose to move a 
reduction of the salary of the Home 
Secretary by £100, partly as a protest 
against the non-enforcement of the law, 
partly on the ground of the exemption 
with regard to the fish-curing trade, and 
partly because of the unjustifiable delay 
of the Home Office in producing the 
Annual Report. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Secretary of State.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
desired to say a word or two to the Com- 
mittee with regard to the proposed new 
rules which the Secretary of State had 
issued. The matter was one of deep im- 
portance as far as the Potteries were con- 
cerned. But he would warn the Home 
Secretary not to go too far with these 
regulations, or, however good his inten- 
tions might be, he would kill the trade in 
the Potteries altogether. Rule 2 provided 
that only 2 per cent. of lead should be 
allowed to be used in glazing. He had 
a copy of a Staffordshire Sentinel of 
Sir Charles Dilke, 





The | per cent. for white | 
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said of the new rules— 


“The first of them requires that the lead 
must, after Ist January next, in every case be 
‘fritted ’—a process that renders it much less 
injurious, and which the general body of 
manufacturers agree can be done without any 
serious detriment or inconvenience.” 


Dealing with Rule 2 the writer con- 
tinued— 


“The objectionable part of this rule is: 
found in the restriction to 2 per eent. of lead. 
The processes scheduled in Rule 1 include: 
colour-dusting, colour-blowing, and ground- 
laying, and none of the colours used (with the 
exception of four) can be made with so lowa 

ercentage of lead as that prescribed. In 
act, some of the colours contain as much as 
60 per cent. of lead, and are absolutely useless 
with a lower proportion. 

“ These colours are exported in considerable- 
quantities by English colour-makers to Ger- 
many, France, America, and even to the 
Antipodes ; and are used by our competitors 
without any restrictive Government regula- 


tions. They (the foreign manufacturers) vill 
flood our markets with ware decorated in 


colours our home manufacturers eannot touch, 
because a paternal Government at the bidding 
of meddling women prohibits them, and the 
position thus created must prove most dis- 
astrous to the English producers. The 
Government before insisting upon the pro- 
posed maximum of lead—a standard so low as 
to render the manufacturer subject to serious 
losses in spoiled ware, and also te seriously 
cripple the decorative processes—might insist 
upon the adoption (for a specified period asa 
test) of the use of dilute cn acid by the 
workers in the lead processes. It is largely 
used in Germany, where, as the reports tell 
us, lead poisoning is almost unknown ; and it 
has been tried at one place! in Longton with 
the best: possible results. It is a well-known 
preventive of lead poisoning. 

“ Apart from the rule specified there is little 
in the draft rules that the manufacturers 
cannot comply with, though it will be at, in 
some cases, considerable expense and some 
friction and general] disturbanee. If, however, 
Rule 2 is persisted in there will be no need for 
rules, as the trade will be killed.” 


The Secretary of the Manufacturers’ 
Committee, reporting on the new rules, 
complained that, for the first time in the 
history of the Potteries, English manv- 
facturers were asked to accept conditions 
applied to no other potteries in the world, 
and the enforcement of which might have 
most disastrous consequences. In a former 
Report, Professor Oliver stated that the 
percentage should be 12 per cent. If 
that were desirable only a few years ago, 
it seemed rather strange that Dr. Thorpe 
should now want 2 per cent. adopted. 
Dr. Thorpe seemed to be proceeding 
from step to step in the matter. He 
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should like to quote the opinion of Dr. | Office relied entirely in the matter on 
Prendergast, who certainly could not be |their expert, Dr. Thorpe. He had no 
said to be prejudiced in favour of the | doubt that Dr. Thorpe was a gentleman 
manufacturers, as his opinion had often | of high scientific attainments, but he 
been quoted against trade contentions. | must point out that Dr. Thorpe was not 
Dr. Prendergast, even in his wildest |a practical man, and was not a com- 
dreams, and he had a great many, never | mercial man, and therefore he ought not 
went below 10 per cent., and now Dr. to be relied on altogether. He would 
‘Thorpe calmly asked manufacturers to not refer to his Report, which was written 
accept 2 percent. Dr. Thorpe was really | in extremely technical language—in fact, 
aiming at the abolition of lead in glaze | too technical he believed for even the 
altogether, but the Committee should | right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
look the position frankly in the face. | Forest of Dean. His right hon. friend 
Hon. Members should know that manu- | relied entirely on Dr. Thorpe, but if he 
facturers were not able to rely entirely could show that Dr. Thorpe was guilty 
on a leadless glaze. It was no new ques-|of a serious error, perhaps his 
tion ; in fact, it was a very old question, right hon. friend would have less 
because for many years manufacturers faith in him. Every practical potter 
had been trying their hardest to find a | knew that the solubility of metals would 
leadless glaze, but without success. | be effected by a certain process. That 
About the year 1820 such a glaze was | wasa complete surprise to Dr. Thorpe. He 
supposed to have been produced, and a himself knew the gentleman who had 
gentleman received a gold medal for the carried out experiments for Dr. Thorpe, 
invention ; but it had never been found | and they actually proved that the solu- 
to be satisfactory. Many other similar | bility of the metals employed was effected 
glazes had also been tried, but none of | to the extent of 50 per cent. If a scien- 
them were in use at the present day. | tific expert made a blunder of 50 per cent. 
Various amiable philanthropists appeared | in such a matter, was he a gentleman on 
to think that a so-ealled leadless glaze whom the Home Office could rely? If 
did not contain any lead. As a matter | Dr. Thorpe knew all about the pottery 
of fact, a great number of leadless glazes trade, why did he not supply manufac- 
did contain a large amount of lead. |turers with a formula for leadless glaze ? 

| That would be a satisfactory way of test- 
*Smrr CHARLES DILKE said that/ing his competence to deal with the 
leadless glaze had been tested with satis-| matter. He should like to go further, 
factory results, the traces of lead which | and suggest to the Home Office, if they 
were found being less than 1 per cent. | were really in earnest, to take a factory 

| themselves and work it for twelve months, 


Mr. COGHILL said that he had some | and show manufacturers how their trade 
leadless glazed articles tested a short time | should be carried on. He was sure that 
ago by a gentleman of experience who the manufacturers would be delighted. 
did not arrive at the conelusion stated by | So far as Dr. Thorpe was concerned he 
the right hon. Baronet. The great | was trying to teach other people some- 
difficulty with reference to leadless glaze | thing of which he himself had not the 
was that it could not be got to flow | slightest notion. 
properly. It could be used within cer-| He now wished to refer briefly 
tain limits, but if an oven full of ware|to the subject of foreign compe- 
were turned out, a large proportion of | tition. The only way in which manv- 
the articles would be found to be un- | facturers had been able to maintain them- 
satisfactory, and that made all the | selves against foreign competition was by 
difference between commercial loss and | the excellence of their ware, and if the 


‘commercial profit. No manufacturer | Home Office was going to interfere with 


so far as he knew, had ever succeeded | them in the manner proposed it would 
in turning out a whole oven full of lead-| be impossible for them to continue to 
less glaze ware ; when that had been done, | produce ware of such an excellent quality 
then he would say that the difficulty had las at present. With regard to ware im- 
been surmounted. Up to the present | ported from other countries, he wished 
time it had not been done. The Home | 0 know what regulations the Home 
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Office were going to make in order to, ware trade, twenty cases in white lead 
prevent manufacturers abroad exporting | works, and eighteen cases among house 
ware to this country with any amount | painters, the latter including seven 
of lead in it. How were they going to |deaths. The right hon. Baronet the 
prevent that? The manufacturers had!Member for Forest of Dean asked a 





a right to say, if the Home Office were 
going to stop them using lead in their 
manufacture, that foreign manufac- 
turers should not be allowed to send over 
goods as heavy with lead as they could 
possibly be. 
a question on the subject, and the Home 
Secretary informed him that it was not 
in his Department. The President of the 
Board of Trade gave a similar reply, and 
not a single Minister was able to answer 
what he considered to be a very simple 
question. It seemed to him that the 
Home Office did not understand the 
difficulties which the new rules would 
create. Ever 3ince the rules of 1898 
came into operation, the number of 
plumbism in the pottery trade had 
diminished from year to year. He would 
refer to two local institutions. 
North Staffordshire Infirmary there 
were only four male and seven female 
eases. In the North Staffordshire Pro- 
vident Association a large number of 
general cases were treated. In 1900 
there were ninety-eight cases of rheuma- 
tism and gout, 125 cases of bronchitis 
and tonsilitis, 107 cases of sprains and 
injuries, and only thirteen cases of 
plumbism. That was very significant. 
He himself had moved for a Return of 
the official figures from January, 1898, 
to December, 1900. In 1898 there were 
458 cases of lead poisoning ; in 1899, 249; 
and last year only 200 in the earthen- 
ware and china industry. That was a 
most gratifying diminution. How did 
those figures compare with lead poisoning 
in other trades? In 1898 there were 
819 cases in other trades, as against 457 
in the earthenware and china industry ; 
in 1898 there were 1,009, as against 249 ; 
and last year there were 858 cases, as com- 
pared with 200 ; and in addition to last 
year’s total in other trades there were 
199 cases of house painters not under the 
Factory and Workshop Acts. It was not, 
therefore, the china and earthenware 
trade that only ought to be looked into 
by the Home Office. Other trades should 
also be looked into. The figures for 
April last, which were the latest avail- 
able, showed that there were eight cases 
of lead poisoning in the china and earthen- 


Mr. Coghill. 


A few months ago he asked | 


At the} 


question of the Home Secretary on the 
| 18th May with reference to the latest 
| Return. The Home Secretary replied— 
| “Ieannot accept without qualification the 
| right hon. Baronet’s statement that the more 
| serious cases of lead poisoning have increased. 
| The more serious cases, the fatal ones, have, 
| as appeared from the Return, been reduced by 
| one- 1alf—from 16 in 1899, to 8 in 1900. In 
| the current year, up to the present only two 
| deaths have been reported. With regard to. 
| the other serious cases, there was an increase 
| among males and a decrease among females of 
| cases of paralysis ;a decrease among males and 
| an increase among females of cases presenting 
| brain symptoms. These are the accidental 
| fluctuatious which will always oceur in dealing 
with small numbers. The truth seems to be 
| that, owing to the greater precautions now 
' adopted, there has been a general decrease of 
| lead poisoning which in the more serious cases 
| is qualified to some extent by the effects of 
conditions extending back to former years.” 
If hon. Gentlemen would look at the 
figures carefully they would see that 
such had been the decrease in the 
'number of cases of lead poisoning that 
|if the rules of 1898 were only given a 
‘further period in which to _ operate 
| lead poisoning would practically disappear 
‘from the Potteries. He did not mean 
'to say it would altogether disappear. 
There would always be a few isolated 
cases, do what they would. He observed 
| that the inspector of the North Stafford- 
shire district stated that although lead 
poisoning showed a diminution, there 
| was another disease which he feared 
| was likely to take its place. That would 
| be a very sad thing. It would not do 
|much good to get rid of lead poisoning 
‘only to find it succeeded by another 
| disease. The accusation had frequently 
| been made against manufacturers that 
'they were callous and hard-hearted. 
|He wished most emphatically to deny 
‘that. First of all, it was not to the 
interest of the manufacturer to have 
| pale, emaciated people round him. — It was 
'to his interest to have his workpeople 
as healthy as possible. In the second 
| place, supposing that one of the more 
important workers, such as a_ dipper, 
| became ill, the whole of the factory might 
be thrown out of gear, and it was to the 
interest of the manufacturer to see that 


| the dippers and the other workpeople: 
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were kept as well as possible. Thirdly, { to speak on behalf of the manufacturers 
lead was one of the dearest ingredients;in the House of Commons, but 
which the manufacturer used at the | that he had not said half enough. 
present time, and it was to his interest | This was no time to impose new rules 
to use as little as possible of it. Mr. | upon manufacturers ; trade was ex- 
Walmsley in his report stated that most | tremely bad, prices were low, and we 
of the important points under the rules| were suffering from very keen com- 
of 1898 had been carried out. The/ petition both from home and abroad. 
manufacturers had also associated them | From all parts of the Continent we had 
selves with the institution of electric | goods dumped down at our very doors, 
baths for the treatment of persons| and that surely was not the time to 
suffering from lead poisoning, which were | handicap the potteries with these unjust 
started by the Duchess of Sutherland. | requirements. Both masters and work- 
Those were excellent institutions, and | men were prepared to found their views 
persons had been able to resort to them/ upon the wisdom and experience of the 
when they exhibited the first symptoms | past, rather than trust to the experi- 
oflead poisoning. His view was that no| mental authority of Dr. Thorpe, who, 
new rules whatever were required at | they believed, in conjunction with the 
the present time. The trade wasalready | right hon. Gentleman, was doing his best 
overweighted with them. If the rules| to drive out of this country by great 
of 1898 were carried out there was no| and excessive interference one of the 
necessity for any further provisions. | greatest and best of our native industries. 
He would quote an impartial authority | WANT 
on that matter, bole a novel, “ The “Me. TENNANT 
Frobishers,”’ the main element in the | 
story turning on the lead industry. On) 
page 166 it was stated-— 


(Berwickshire) 
thought the hon. Gentleman who had 
just sat down was to be congratulated 
for not having been swept away either 
' by the tornado of the right hon. Member 
“ Tf these rules (1898) be loyally carried out, for East Fife or the violence of his own 


and the operators themselves are careful, then | language. The hon. Member had 


pts —— my Che lene Gast thought fit to make a very strong attack 


against that excellent servant of the 
That was the view which he was prepared | State, Dr. Thorpe. Dr. Thorpe, after 
to urge on the Home Office. The trade having gone carefully and elaborately 
of the Potteries was a highly specialised | into the whole question, had come to the 
trade ; it was a very intricate, difficult, | conclusion that it was feasible for the 
and extensive business ; and it seemed British manufacturer to bring himself 
rather strange that if the rule proposed by | up to the level of manufacturers abroad, 
Dr. Thorpe were intended in the interests | who were themselves subject to the most 
of the workpeople, they should be just stringent regulations, and who, in nine 
as much opposed to it as were the manu- | cases out of ten, were able to glaze their 
facturers. But they knew that it was| ware with a glaze which did not 
impracticable, and could not possibly! contain more than 2 per cent. of 
be worked. On a former occasion he | soluble lead. The hon. Member had 
had been assailed for having dared to say | spoken of 2 per cent. of soluble lead as 
a word on behalf of the manufacturers. | if that was the whole amount of lead 
Only last session, if words would have} which the glaze could contain under the 
swept a Member away, he would have’ new rule, but that was not the case. It 
been swept out of the House by the) was perfectly possible under the rule now 
tornado of unfounded, false, and calum | going to arbitration to prepare a glaze 
nious accusation made against him by which would contain 10, 15, or 20 per 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member cent. of lead, but still containing only 
for East Fife and the hon. Member for | 2 per cent. of soluble lead after it had 
Battersea. But he was still a member, been fritted. The hon. Member had 
of the House, and still able to speak on /asked why Dr. Thorpe did not pro- 
behalf of the manufacturers. The one|duce a formula; Dr. Thorpe had 
accusation which was brought against | produced several formule, as the hon. 
him in his constituency at the General | Gentleman would see if he looked at the 
Election was, not that he had ventured! Report. 
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Mr. COGHILL said his point was that 
a glaze which would stand the test of the 
laboratory might not stand the test of 
practical experience. 
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*Mr. TENNANT said that it was gener- 
ally true to say that if a thing could be 
produced in a laboratory it could be pro- 
duced commercially. Such a thing was 
conceivable. Let the hon. Member look 
at Sir Kenelm Digby’s circular letter, 
where it is expressly stated that many 
of the sample glazes forwarded to the 
Government laboratory came within the 
proposed standard. The hon. Gentleman 
had then proceeded to quote cases of lead- 
poisoning in the potteries, and had 
rejoiced in the diminution of them, but 
the hon. Member was not responsible 
for that. At every step that had been 
taken to revise the standard and lessen 
this evil the hon. Member was the man 
who came forward and said the trade 
must not be overweighted and restricted. 
If the right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary had been guided by the hon. 
Member for Stoke there would have been 
no special rules and no diminution in 
lead-poisoning. It was men like the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Forest of Dean, the hon. Member for 
Battersea, and others who stood out to 
put an end to the scandalous state of 
things which used to exist. He desired 
to associate himself with the right hon. 
Member for Forest of Dean in con- 
gratulating the right hon. Gentleman 
and his staff upon the admirable Report 
which had been issued. It was a very 
voluminous document, and it had been 
impossible to master all the details of it, 
but he would just like to refer to the 
report of the medical inspector dealing 
with lead-poisoning. He noticed that 
there had been a general diminution in 
lead-poisoning, but the fact that he de- 
sired to draw attention to was that, 
whereas there had been this diminution 
in lead-poisoning generally, there had 
been an increase in three trades—coach- 
making, electric accumulator making, 
and shipbuilding. He would like to 
know whether that apparent increase 
was due to better reporting. Although 
there was a decrease in lead-poisoning 
in the white lead trade, as compared 
with last year, there was an increase 
from 1898, he noticed that there was 
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in the case of two firms a very large 
number of cases. It seemed a strange 
thing that there should be so much lead- 
poisoning in these two factories, though 
it might be due to the number of casual 
workers employed. He also desired 
to call attention to the cases of lead- 
poisoning in printing offices. In the 
printing trade, though there was a slight 
diminution, seventeen cases had been 
reported, of which two were fatal, and two 
cases of saturnine encephalopathy, one 
of which was fatal, and there was 
one case of paralysis. Cases of lead- 
poisoning in printing offices were 
ascribed in the Report not only to 
the habit which compositors had of 
putting type into their mouths, but also 
to the taking of meals in the offices. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would give some assurance that he would 
do all in his power to insist upon meals 
being taken in a separate room provided 
for that purpose. He also wished to 
direct attention to the extraordinary 
number of deaths resulting from diseases 
of the pulmonary system in the ganister 
due 
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|mines. They were, no doubt, 
| to the minute particles of ganister 
|which were taken into the lungs. 


'Ganister is used for lining the 


|converters in the Bessemer steel pro- 
/eess; but the mortality from phthisis 


among the miners was ten times as great 
as among the general population in corre- 
sponding cases. As that was a new 
matter he desired merely to direct atten- 
tion to it in order that, when the right 
hon. Gentleman had more leisure, he 
might be able to make some rules and 
regulations to deal with it. 

The only other point to which he 
wished to refer was a point in the 
administration of the existing Aet. 
He desired to know what steps were 
being taken by the Home Secre- 
tary to enforce an old section of the 
existing law. Section 41, which gave 
the right hon. Gentleman power to 
require that children in workshops 
should be certified by the certifying 
surgeon as being fit to be 80 
employed. It was the general opinion 
of the certifying surgeons that work- 
shops were as much in need of 











inspection as factories, and children 
should not be employed in them unless 
certified by the certifying surgeon ; 
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and he drew attention to the fact that the 
only power the right hon. Gentleman 
had in this matter was the power given 
under the 41st section of the principal Act. 
He desired to call attention to the very 
interesting report made by one of the 
lady inspectors with regard to this 
matter, Miss Paterson, who had con- 
ducted an inquiry into the reason for the 
rejection of children in factories and the 
results of this rejection. That lady 
had only been able to trace five cases of 
rejection to subsequent employment in 
workshops, but she stated in her report 
that— 


“Tt is not surprising that the distinctions 
of employment familiar to officials are not quite 
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clear to the children or their parents, and I | 
think the sending of a child rejected in a fac- | 


tory to seek work in a workshop, although it 
seems like an attempt to evade the certifying 


surgeon, is quite as often a failure to recognise | 


this distinction.” 


Miss Paterson made two recommenda- | 


tions ; one— 


“That the regulations respecting registers 
and certificates of fitness for children and 


young persons be extended to laundries and | 


workshops, ” 
and two— 


“The occupiers shall make suitabie arrange- 
ments to enable the certifying surgeon to make 
athorough examination of the children and 
young persons employed.” 


The first regulation required legislation, 
and he would like to know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman would consider it | 
in any future legislation which he might | 
propose ; and whether he would take 


care that there should be some provision | 
made for these children. He also hoped | 


that the right hon. Gentleman by his | 
ukase, or by some other means, would 
see that these workshops should be | 
provided with a place where these chil- | 
dren could be examined. He wished to 
call particular attention to a case, No. 
72, where a girl with a contagious skin 
disease, employed in ajam factory, was not 
dismissed, but put to work in an 
“exempted ”’ process—namely, the pick- 
ing and cleaning of fresh fruit—without 
re-examination. It seemed to him that 
a girl suffering from a contagious disease 
was not a person who should be put 
to the work of picking over and cleaning 
fresh fruit. He was quite aware that 
in the Bill before Parliament the right | 





‘to direct 
i Secretary to 
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hon. Gentleman had had power to 
prevent that being done, but there 
| would be nothing to prevent that child 
| going to a clothing workshop or to a 
dressmaker’s or a laundry. He was 
| glad such an excellent report had been 
|furnished, but in answer to what the 
right hon. Gentleman, in reply to a 
question, seemed to foreshadow, he wished 
to say that he hoped it would be possible 
to increase the establishment of the 
factory inspectors’ department, and, 
above all, he hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would be able to establish per- 
/ manently a lady inspector in the Potteries 
district. That was a matter which had 
long been pressed for, but had not yet 
been granted, although a similar position 
which had been given to Miss Deane, 
whose temporary withdrawal they all 
deplored, had been an unqualified success. 
/But Miss Deane’s mission to South 
Africa was as much a subject for con- 
gratulation to the Colonial Office as of 
/commiseration with the Home Office. 
'In conclusion, he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to see his way 
to put vigorous measures into force with 
regard to the various matters to which 
reference had been made. 





Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) desired 
the attention of the Home 
the enormous increase 
in the number of industrial accidents 
during the last three or four years. He 
congratulated the Department and the 
permanent officials on the improvement 
in the size and character of the annual 
report, and in the method of its com- 
pilation. But the greater clearness of 
the statistics only brought home the 


|more plainly the regrettable increase 


in fatal and non-fatal accidents. In 
1895 there were 455 fatal accidents in 
factories and workshops ; in 1896, the 
number had increased to 596; in 1897, 
658 ; in 1898, 727; in 1899, 871; and 
in 1900, 1,045. That was a condition of 
things which called for very drastic 
supervision on the part of the Home 
Office. Such figures should suggest 
to persons who thought these were 
days of too much factory inspection and 
needless supervision that there was still 
scope for the employment of more factory 
inspectors, and the imposition of heavier 
penalties on employers, and, if necessary, 
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on the men who contributed to this 
ghastly total of accidents. In all phases 
of industry in England, Scotland, Iveland, 
and Wales there were, in 1897, 4,262 
men killed; in 1900, the number had 
jumped to 4,823. The figures for the 
latter year were incomplete, but over the 
four years there was an increase of 
about 800 fatal accidents. According 
to the Report of 1900, as compared with 
1899, the fatal accidents to operatives 
had increased by 19 per cent., to railway 
men by 13 per cent., and to miners by 
8 per cent. ; while the initial figures for 
1901 were even worse. With these 
facts before them, the House of Commons, 
and especially the Home Office, should 
not, by the criticism of technical journals 
or of certain Members of Parliament, 
who thought factory inspection was 
going too far, be turned from their duty 
of endeavouring to remove the causes of 
accidents. Every year the number of 
men who met their death while engaged 
in industry was equal to the number of 
men who had been killed by bullet or 
had died from wounds in twenty-two 
months in South Africa. Surely that 
fact should cause Parliament to consider 
whether they could not still further pro- 
tect the industrial workersof the country. 
With regard to the textile industry, 
the aggregate of men, women, and chil- 
dren killed was relatively small, but even 
there the number had jumped from fifty- 
two in 1899 to seventy in 1900, an 
increase of 36 per cent.; and in the 
cotton industry in the same years the 
number had gone up from twenty-four 
to forty-one, or an increase of 70 per 
cent. That was- a condition of things 
which should induce the Home Secretary 
to refuse to allow children and young 
people, and if possible adults, to clean 
machinery in motion at all. 

Passing to the non-fatal accidents 
certified by the surgeons, if he might be 
allowed to perpetrate a bull, he would say 
that many of such accidents were worse 
to those whom they befel than a tatal 
accident would be, because they fre- 
quently meant the loss of both hands, 
or permanent mutilation, that kept the 
sufferers in perpetual misery during the 
remainder of life. In 1899 the number 
of non-fatal accidents was 4,332; in 
1900, 4,647, an increase of 7 per cent. ; 
while the numbers reported to inspectors 


Mr. John Burns. 
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only were 1,719 in 1899, and 1,960 in 
1900, an increase of 14 per cent. Ag 
to the opinion of the experts on the 
causes of the accidents, Mr. Crabtree, 
the inspector for the Oldham district, 
stated at page 287 of the Report— 

“, . . the number of accidents may be 

reduced by at least 50 per cent. The fact is. 
that hands are called upon to clean near revoly- 
ing cog wheels, pulleys, and straps with loose 
rags and waste, and if, perchance, the rags 
catch in the cogs and drag in a girl’s finger, 
she is severely dealt with, whereas the real 
blame belongs to her tenter who set her so to 
clean, and to the occupier of the factory who 
has neglected to fence the cog wheels.” 
The case could not be better stated, 
particularly as regarded the accidents 
due to the cleaning of machinery in 
motion. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcute, Croydon): Mr. Crabtree does 
not deal with cleaning machinery in 
motion at all. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I know he does 
not, but the quotation does. He states— 
“. . . accidents may be reduced by 50 per 


cent. 
clean near revolving cog wheels.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: “ Near.” 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (continuing) said 
that there would be no danger if the 
machinery was stopped. The danger 
occurred only when hands were set to 
clean — 

“ near revolving cog wheels, pulleys, and straps 
with loose ragsand waste, and if, perchance, 
the rags catch in the cogs — ” 

rags did not catch in stationary cogs— 
‘and drag ina girl’s finger, she is severely 
dealt with, whereas the real blame belongs to 
her tenter, who set her so to clean, and to the 
oceupier of the factory who has neglected to 
fence the cog wheels.” 

That undoubtedly referred to accidents 
due to the cleaning of machinery in 
motion. The right hon. Gentleman 
should look at the enormous increase 
in both fatal and non-fatal accidents; 
he should read the opinions of factory 
inspectors as to the danger of cleaning 
whilst machinery was in motion, and, 
above all, he should accept Mr. Crab- 
tree’s view that 50 per cent. of the 
accidents might be avoided if those 
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persons responsible would take the advice 
of the Home Office and fence the cog- 
wheels and generally put up guards. 
He was glad to see that the tale of lead- 
poisoning was immeasurably better this 
year than last, and he believed the 
diminution from 1,258 cases in 1899 to 
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1,058 in 1900 was in no small degree due | 


to the vigilance of the Home Office and 
the supervision of the factory inspectors. 
It was a standing incentive to the Home 
Office to disregard the criticism levelled 
at it from certain quarters during the 


last two years, and to go on eliminating | 


lead-poisoning as rapidly as possible. 
The mere fact that in one year the cases 


had been reduced by practically 20 per | 
cent. showed that the adverse criticism | 


was not justified. He sincerely trusted 
the Home Office would not weary in well 
doing, but would bring yet further 
pressure to bear on the employers, so 
that this year there would be a con- 
siderable improvement even as compared 

with 1900. 
In conjunction with other Members of 
Parliament he had on various occasions 
referred to the needlessly large number of 
fatal accidents in connection with docks, 
warehouses, and riverside work. He 
was glad to say that at last the number of 
dock accidents was diminishing, and the 
103 of last year had dropped to sixty- 
eight. That was a remarkable decrease, 
and a large proportion of it was due, he 
believed, to the circulation by the Home 
Office to every dock, wharf, and ware- 
house owner of a copy of the excellent 
Report that Mr. Maitland and Mr. Grant 
made last year. That Report must have 
brought home to the dock and wharf 
owners the unwisdom of allowing their 
men to be killed or injured as they had 
previously been, and the Home Office 
should follow up the circulation of that 
Report by insisting upon its reeommenda- 
tions being carried into effect as soon as 
possible. If that were done, he predicted 
that the number of accidents would drop 
from sixty-eight to thirty-five or forty. 
As to the technical appliances suggested 
bythat Report, it was the general opinion 
of practical stevedores, dockers, and dock 
labourers, and the best dock owners, 
that there had never been a Report issued 
showing such close practical technical 
acquaintance with defective gear, followed 
by such excellent suggestions. The 
| 
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| practicality of the suggestions was evi- 
|denced by the way in which both fatal 
jand non-fatal accidents had diminished. 


_ <A further point he desired to refer to 
'was in connection with order in the 
streets of London. He commended to 
the attention of the Home Secretary the 
drastic criticisms made by Sir Edward 
Clarke at a recent conference in London 
| as to the way in which the police autho- 
rities did not do their duty in regard to 
certain matters The particular point 
to which he desired to refer was concern- 
ing all-night coffee stalls. There were 
about 1,200 of these stalls, and the 
number wasrapidlyincreasing Various 
authorities,including vestries and police- 
men, whom he had consulted, were of 
opinion that certainly 50 per cent. did 
not meet a legitimate want, and should 
be done away with. He believed that 
from 300 to 400 at certain well-defined 
| places, such as markets, railway stations, 
and points where workmen chiefly con- 
gregated, would be sufficient to meet the 
night and early morning demands. 
Parenthetically, he might say there was . 
less need now for such stalls, because 
within the last four or five years all-night 
services of trains and trams had been 
started, thus removing the necessity for - 
night-workers and others to hang about 
the streets waiting for means to reach 
their homes, and the consequent need 
forrefreshments. These coffee stalls 
numbered 1,200, and every night 
there could be seen congregated 
around each one of them twenty, 
thirty, and forty people. He was a 
practical man, and he took his “ bike ” 
on Saturday night at a quarter to twelve 
so that he might gather some evidence 
on this subject which should be fresh, 
and he got home at a quarter to four on 
Sunday morning. He could assure the 
Committee that many of these coffee 
stalls were surrounded by thirty or forty 
young people, who would be described 
by the “ yellow press ”’ as larrikins and 
hooligans. At one stall a lot of these- 
young men, from sixteen to twenty-four 
years of age or so, were fighting, and 
obviously the one policeman on point 
duty could not cope with them. These - 
coffee stalls were increasing, and many 
people thought that they ought to be 
licensed where they are necessary. The 
worst of the stalls were the rendezvous. 
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for prostitutes and thieves, and in some 
cases, he was informed, they were agen- 
cies for receiving stolen property. One 
o: 2ne smartest detectives, who had now 
left the force, had told him that it was 
not an infrequent thing at some of these 
stalls for a watch to be found in the 
midst of 2lbs. of margarine. He ven- 
tured to say that these coffee stalls ought 
to be kept by reputable persons, and 
ought not to be the rendezvous of thieves 
and prostitutes. Immediately the public 
houses closed, half-drunken men, turned 
out into the streets, would congregate 
round these coffee stalls, and became an 
intolerable nuisance till three or four 
o'clock in the morning. A police in- 
spector had told him that there was no 
need for these coffee stalls being kept 
open till two o'clock in the morning. It 
was between ten at night and two in the 
morning that these disorderly scenes 
occurred. There had been in one year 
many cases of violent assault ; a police- 
man met his death at half-past one o'clock 
in the morning at a coffee stall in White- 
chapel, and a woman had been murdered 
in a coffee-stall row at Pentonville. In 
fact, there had been one case of man- 
slaughter and three of murder in connec- 
tion with these coffee stalls in the past 
few months, and that was quite sufficient 
to justify vigorous action. He appealed 
to the Home Secretary to consult with 
the Chief Commissioner of Police and the 
local authorities on this matter. He was 
perfectly satisfied that there was no need 
in London for more than 300 of these 
coffee stalls, and that all the legitimate 
wants of these places of refreshment 
would be conceded if they were not per- 
mitted to be open until three o’clock a.m. 
There were not much fewer than 6,000 
policemen on duty during the dead 
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watches of the night in London, and he | 


could testify to the excellent way in 
which they discharged their arduous 
duty, exposed as they were very fre- 
quently to cold and wet, and the pro- 
bability of assault. Their life was not 
indeed a happy one ; and quite 15 per 
cent. of the effective night watch were 
taken from their legitimate duty to 
watch these coffee stalls. He did not ask 
that all the stalls should be suppressed, 
but the privilege given by the police for 
opening these coffee stalls in many cases 
had been scandalously abused, and they 


Mr. John Burns. 
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should either be licensed or kept by 
reputable persons. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
said that in the Standing Committee to 

which the Factories and Workshops Bill 

had been referred he had brought up the 
question of the necessity of limiting the 

number of hours in which women and 
children were employed in fruit-pre- 
serving factories. ‘The women and chil- 
dren were frequently transferred from 
one part of the factory to another in 
order to defeat the Act; and in some cases 
these people had been employed for seven, 
eight, and nine consecutive days, in- 
cluding two Sundays. He had proposed 
an Amendment on the Bill in Committee 

with the object of rectifying abuses 
which had often been pointed out, 
which, however, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Home Secretary had been unable 
to accept ; but the right hon. Gentleman 
had said he would introduce the follow- 
ing words in place of his Amendment 
in regard to the fruit-preserving fac- 
tories :—‘‘ Provided that this exemption 
shall be subject to such conditions as the 
Secretary of State may prescribe by Order 
made in accordance with Section 65 of 
the principal Act.” The right hon. 
Gentleman in making this concession 
had said that he knew of cases 
in which fruit had been kept for a 
considerable period without any attempt 
to preserve it. The effect of such 
| practice was obviously to produce undue 
pressure upon the workers. He hoped 
before the session closed the Order 
suggested by the Home Secretary 
would be issued. This was the time 
of year when excessive pressure 
was brought tto bear in the fruit- 
preserving factories. He did not want 
|to hamper legitimate trade, but at the 
same time he thought the House must 
feel the obligation to protect the classes 
| in the community who were the least able 
to protect themselves, and those for 
‘whom he was specially pleading were 
young persons and children. 

Passing from that point, he wished 
to direct attention to the large 
number of accidents which occurred 
lin these factories. He had lately seen 


| three cases reported ; one young woman 
had lost her thumb and her first finger, 
‘another had lost three fingers, and a 
| 
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third had lost four fingers. The effect 
of these accidents was to make these 
people cripples for life, and lose the power 
of earning their living. He contended 
that it was the duty of the Legislature 
to take every legitimate means to pre- 
vent these accidents. It was said that 
such accidents would not occur if the 
people took care of themselves ; but the 
legislature should provide that these 
young persons were not kept at 
work during such a large number of 
hours that 
self-control. He wished to draw the 
attention of the Home Secretary and 
of the Committee to a report of the 
principal lady inspector of factories. 
that report the lady said— 


“With the immense growth in amount and 


kind of work, resulting in a considerable de- | 


gree from successful efforts of the women | 
appointed to meet the possibilities that lay be- | 
fore them, it is only right to point clearly to 
the fact that the staff is, paradox though it 
may seem, far less adequate now to meet 
what may properly be expected of a staff of 
women inspectors than it was in its first year. | 
With from six to eight years service behind | 
them, even older members of the staff in the 
main still carry on, on the same basis as at 
the beginning, the ever accumulating details of | 
a clerical kind, without clerical help, travelling 
as before, whilst striving to meet the higher 
claims that press themselves forward. Thus 
able workers are steadily more overstrained as 
their years of service increase, and acquired 
ability cannot be applied in the most effectual 
way for the service.” 


He urged that the number of these lady | 
inspectors should be increased. He, 
thought that if they wanted people to 
do good work, they should not overpress 
them with more work than they could 
well accomplish. He desired to make a 
personal appeal to his right hon. friend 
on behalf of two ladies who acted as secre- 
taries to the principal lady inspector. 
These ladies—and they were ladies in 
the highest sense of the word—received 
an absolutely inadequate salary—a paltry 
pittance of £65 a year. He thought that 
the payment of such a salary to ladies 
employed by the State on important work 
was a somewhat stingy method of dealing 
with them. He understood that these 
ladies were often engaged in tabulating 
returns made by the inspectors of per- 
sons employed in overtime; and _ it 
actually happened, by the irony of cir- 
cumstances, that these ladies in tabu- 
lating the over-pressure of the working 
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classes were themselves, at that very 
work, enduring the same over-pressure. 
He thought that was unworthy of a great 
Department. He hoped his right hon. 
friend would look into the matter, and 
see whether he could not add to the 
number of lady inspectors, and also pro- 
perly remunerate their secretaries and 
assistants. Lady inspectors were of the 
| greatest value, especially in connection 
| with the work of women and children. 

| 





| *Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 
| E.) said that the right hon. Baronet the 
| Member for Forest of Dean had taken 
|a great interest in the fishing industry, 


In but he should be glad if the right hon. 


Baronet would take a leaf out of the book 


/of the hon. Member for Battersea and 


investigate that industry on the spot. 
The conditions prevailing in the herring 
industry were very simple. The season 


| lasted about two months, except at Great 


Yarmouth, where it lasted about three ; 
and without doubt the fishermen and 
others engaged had a great deal to do in 
Speaking of Aber- 


morning, but had to return every day 


in order to get the price they required 


for their fish. It might be late at night 


on their arrival, but it was necessary for 
| the fish to be worked. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE said he care- 
fully abstained from dealing with the 
exempted process. What he objected to 
was the non-enforcement of the existing 
law. 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE said he would 
answer that point presently. When the 
boats returned at night the work had to 
be done as quickly as possible, but seldom 
had people to work after twelve o'clock, 
although they might not have com- 
menced until seven o'clock or eight 
o'clock. By the limitations of the Fac- 
tory Acts, salt or dried fish was not 
allowed to be worked before six o’clock 
in the morning or after six o'clock in the 
evening, and the Home Secretary had 
given instructions that the whole of the 
sanitary clauses were to be put into force. 
But with reference to the herring indus- 
try, he did not think that the Home Office 
would be able to proceed very much 
further without doing very serious in- 
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jury to it generally. 
men engaged in the fishing industry 
round the coast of Scotland. They were 
supposed to be the finest fishermen in 
the world, and they provided good re- 
cruits for the Navy. In the island of 
Lewis alone they numbered 6,000, and 
it would be very serious if limitations and 
restrictions were imposed which would 
hamper their industry and drive it out. 
The curing industry in Scotland at 
present was at a lower ebb than it had 
been for twenty years, and he felt sure 
that the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for Forest of Dean, who took a great 
interest in the question, would be the 
last to assist in any way in hampering 
the fishing industry. Speaking from his 
own experience, there was no more loyal, 
industrious, or willing body of men than 
the men engaged in the fishing industry 
in Scotland. Only that afternoon he 
received a communication asking if the 
Admiralty would accept 500 of them 
from Fraserburgh for the Royal Naval 
Reserve. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife, when he was at the 
Home Office, always listened to repre- 
sentations on behalf of the fishermen 
with great attention, and always did 
what he could to help them. He hoped 
that hon. Members would not attempt 
in any shape or form to further limit the 
time during which fresh fish might be 
dealt with on landing. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: As a large number 
of questions have been addressed to me. 
it may be more desirable to deal with 
them now, before we pass on to 
consider other questions. The right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of 
Dean commenced this discussion by 
finding some fault, and I think legiti- 
mately, with the delay in the production 
of the Report of the Chief Inspector 
of Factories, and he referred to the 
promise given by my predecessor that he 
would facilitate the early production of 
the Report in order that hon. Members 
might have it in their possession before 
the Vote for the Home Office came on in 
future sessions. I can assure the right 
hon. Baronet that if we were not suc- | 
cessful this year in carrying out the 
promise made by my predecessor it has 
not been for want of the utmost en- 
-deavour on my part to obtain the earliest | 


Mr. Maconochie. 
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possible production of the Report. The 
difticulty has not been with the Home 
Office. As the right hon. Baronet knows 
when such a Report passes out of our 
hands into the hands of the Stationery 
Office, all power on our part to hasten 
forward its publication disappears. We 
have used our utmost exertions, and 
have expressed as far as we possibly could 
to the Stationery Office the great desir- 
ability of publishing this Report earlier 
this year. We referred to the promise 
made by my predecessor, and used every 
means in our power to hasten forward 
the publication, but to our complete 
disappointment we have not succeeded. 
I do not think, however, that the delay 
is due even in a small degree to those 
pictures to which the right hon. Baronet 
has referred. They are no doubt ex- 
tremely interesting to experts, though 
perhaps not quite as interesting to the 
general reader, and if time were to be 
sacrificed in order to produce them, I 
think that the disadvantage of the delay 
would be greater than the advantage 
to be derived from them. But I do not 
think that was so. There is a great mass 
of matter in this Report. including an 
enormous amount of statistics, all of 
which require to be carefully revised at 
the Home Office before assuming their 
ultimate form, and having regard to the 
great amount of detail and the pressure 
of other business in the Stationery Office, 
it is not difficult to understand the re- 
grettable delay which has taken place. 
I am afraid I cannot do more than repeat 
to the right hon. Baronet and to the 
Committee the undertaking which my 
predecessor gave that nothing will be 
wanting on my part to facilitate the early 
publication of the Report next vear. 
With reference to the manner in which 
the Report has been produced, I think 
the Home Office have every reason to be 
sat'sfied with the criticisms which have 
been made. I was glad to hear the 
satisfaction with which the Report was 
received, and I hope I may be allowed 
to join my congratulations with those 
of hon. Members to the inspectors both 
male and female for the admirable 
exposition which they have presented to 
the House of the matters which came 
under their supervision. 

The criticisms of the right hon. Baronet 
were confined to two points. One referred 
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to the fish exemptions and the general 
administration of the Home Office in 
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regard to the fish trade, and the other | 


referred to lead poisoning. With regard 
to the fish trade, the right hon Baronet 
stated that the curing industry was 
often carried on under the most dis- 
gusting and insanitary conditions. | 
am not prepared to deny, having regard 
to the reports 
that the conditions under which the 
trade is carried on in the exempted 
periods are anything but satisfactory, 
from a sanitary point of view, but owing 
to the position of the law at present 
there are great difficulties in putting 
into force the sanitary provisions so far 
as exempted periods are concerned. In 
fact, as the right hon. Baronet knows, 
the fish curing industry during the 
exempted periods immediately after the 
arrival of the boats is exempted not 
only as far as the hours of labour are 
concerned, but as regards all the pro- 
visions of the Factory Acts, and therefore 
there is no supervision at all during 
these periods. We propose to remedy 
that in the Bill now before Parliament. 
and while we consider it necessary to 
provide certain exemptions with regard to 
hours, we do not think it at all necessary 
that the industry should be exempted 
during the exempted periods from the 
ordinary sanitary provisions under which 
the trade has to be carried on at other 
periods of the year. If the Bill becomes 
law, we hope that the authorities will 
be able to deal not only in a satisfactory 
manner with the sanitary conditions of 
the trade, but that we shall be able to 
deal more effectively with the trade 
during the time when no exemption can 
be claimed. The right hon. Baronet said 
we had extended these periods. I do not 
know whether he refers to a certain 
operation known as kippering, which. 
it has been contended by some, is really 
outside the scope of the Acts. No doubt 
what the right hon Baronet said is true. 
namely, that this operation has not been 
interfered with, although there is an 
opinion in some quarters that it is not 
entitled to exemption under the Act. 
We regard the matter as one of so much 
doubt that the Home Office have 
never felt justified in interfering with 
the operation, because it is part of a 
process sanctioned by Act of Parliament. 
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| However, we are dealing with that in the 
| Bill, in order to make it perfectly clear. 
Then, the right hon. Baronet referred 
'to the question of lead poisoning in the 
Potteries. I may say generally, in regard 
'to the whole discussion on that matter, 
| that having regard to the fact that there 
isan arbitration case now proceeding, and 
that the question is in a sense sub judice 
I do not feel quite at liberty to discuss 
it with that freedom with which I 
would be prepared to discuss it if this 
case was not under consideration at the 
present moment. But there are some 
points in the discussion to which I may 
allude. It is a matter for congratulation 
to all of us, nut only to hon. Members, 
but also to manufacturers, that the 
number of lead poisoning cases in 1900 
has so considerably decreased, and also 
that another poisoning process—phos- 
phorous poisoning—has entirely  dis- 
appeared. The right hon. Baronet com- 
plains that the Home Office have been 
extremely slow with reference to the 
new rules, and he asked why. When | 
came to the Home Office, I found that 
the matter was proceeding, and I can 
assure the right hon. Baronet that I 
have done my best to take care that there 
shall be no delay in bringing the matter 
to a decision. But negotiations were 
going on with the manufacturers at 
that time, and we were not without con- 
siderable hope that some agreement 
might be arrived at; and I am sure the 
right hon Baronet will agree with me 
that if there was a possibility of coming 
to some satisfactory arrangement with 
the manufacturers, it would have been 
wise to have done so, rather than post- 
pone dealing with the question for so 
long a time as is involved in the operation 
of arbitration. Looking at the position 
at the beginning of the year, I came to 
the conclusion, inasmuch as the law did 
not place on the Home Secretary the 
actual responsibility of ultimately decid- 
ing the question, and had devised a 
method by which a decision could be 
arrived at, that it would be more 
advisable to settle the question at 
onee by referring it to arbitration. 
There has undoubtedly been some 
little delay in carrying this matter 
to arbitration, but the two arbitrators 
have now been appointed, and the 
umpire has also been decided on. Lord 
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James has undertaken, at the request 
of the arbitrators, to act as umpire, and 
although I cannot promise any im- 
mediate decision, I think the Committee 
may rely upon it that no delay will be 
caused by Lord James, if the matter 
comes before him. 
Mr. TENNANT: 
trators ? 
*Mr. RITCHIE: I forget for the 
moment, but if the hon. Gentleman will 
put a question on the Paper I will let 
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Who are the arbi- 


{COMMONS} 





him know. I know from experience 
that Lord James, in connection with a 
matter affecting railway servants, acted 
in a manner so expeditious as to give 


the utmost satisfaction to all oncerned. 
The right hon. Baronet spoke of 


delay after arbitration, but, whatever 
the decision of the arbitrators in the 
matter may be, we must allow the 
manufacturers some little time to make 
arrangements to carry out the award. 
Those are the points referred to by the 
right hon. Baronet. My hon. friend 
the Member for Stoke found great fault 
with the Home Office and their advisers 
generally with regard to this question, 
and he asked— 

“Why not let things take their course? 
They are going on very satisfactorily ; cases are 
being reduced, and why not leave the matter 
alone altogether ? 





Is it possible to leave the matter alone ? 
If the Home Office, on the advice of their | 
inspectors, are convinced that there | 
remains still some room for improvement | 
in the working of this dangerous | 
material by which a still greater reduction 
can be made in the number of persons 
killed and permanently injured by this 
most desolating complaint, then it would 
have been most unwise, and indefensible 
as well, on our part to have allowed 
the matter to rest. My hon. friend found 
great fault with Dr. Thorpe and _ his 
advisers with regard to the proportion of 
2 percent. He says Dr. Thorpe is not a 
practical business man, but he is a very 
great scientist ; and, after all, it would be 
almost impossible to deal with this ques- 
tion on the advice of other than chemical 
and scientific men. Dr. Thorpe is a man 
o! very great eminence in his profession, 
and we teel bound to submit to arbitra- 
tion the views he has expressed to us. | 
That is all we have done. | 

i 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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Mr. COGHILL: Are you to banish 
the commercial point of view altogether ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly not. After 
Dr. Thorpe had submitted his Report, 
we placed ourselves in communication 
with all the manufacturers, and we 
found that they were quite ready to yield 
on many points. 


Mr. COGHILL : Not on the 2 per cent. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, not on the 2 per 
cent. Surely when we found that no 
compromise was possible, we had no 
choice but to refer the matter to arbitra- 
tion. There was no other way on which 
we could possibly have proceeded. If 
the Bill now before Parliament were 
passed we might be on a different footing, 
but on the existing law we could not take 
on ourselves the responsibility of saying 
that Dr. Thorpe was wrong when the 
means of deciding whether he was right 
or wrong existed. That is the method 
which has been adopted. The hon. 
Member for Berwickshire referred among 
other matters to cases of lead poisoning 
in the printing trade, and quoted some 
figures in the Report to show that there 
was lead poisoning connected with that 
trade. I think there is no doubt that is 
so. My information is that the danger 
in the printing trade arises from handling 
lead type, and that the people engaged 
in this trade do not take sufficient care to 
wash their hands, but eat their meals 
without doing so. 


Mr. TENNANT: That is the case 


with all dangerous trades. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir; I beg the 
hon. Member’s pardon, it is not. There 
are cases where dangerous fumes and 
dust rises which make it exceedingly 
injurious for people to be there at their 
meals; but that danger does not arise 
in the printing trade. I am afraid I 
cannot undertake to impose upon all 
printing establishments in the country 
the responsibility and difficulty of pro- 
viding rooms for employees to take their 
meals in as was proposed in connection 
with dangerous trades. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE asked the 


right hon. Gentleman to have inquiries 
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made in the next few days in reference 
to the possible danger to health arising 
from the melting of monotype 
linotype. 


Mr. TENNANT: And stereotype. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he could 


Supply—Cwil 


only speak of what he knew, and the | 


melting he referred to was usually carried 


on virtually in the one room or in a room | 


communicating with other rooms. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly I will have 
inquiries made. Then the hon. Member 
asks me whether I will consider the case 
of the ganister mines; that matter has 
not been brought to my notice before, 


but I will certainly see what can be done. | 


He also asked me whether I would take 
some steps to see that children and 
young persons in certain workshops are 
provided with a certificate of fitness. It 
is quite true that they do not come quite 
within the same provisions as children 
employed in factories, but, as the hon. 


Gentleman no doubt is aware, the Home | 


Office already does what he desires with 
regard to certain classes of workshops 
now. I will see whether that power is 
exercised in these cases. The hon. 
Member also referred to the question of 
laundries and workshops, and asked 


whether we could make arrangements | 


I told 


for the privacy of examination. 


the hon. Gentleman when we were dis- | 


cussing the Factory Bill that I did not 


think that anything was required in the 


Bill, but that if anything came to my 
knowledge suggesting that such a pro- 
vision was required, | would make such 


representations as were necessary, but | 
that I did not consider it was necessary | 
As to the | 
appointment of a lady inspector for the | 


to put that detail in the Bill. 


Potteries district, which the hon. Gentle- 
man also desires, that is a matter which 
has been impressed on the Home Secre- 
tary more than once, but the matter is 
not entirely in his hands, and a strong 
case will have to be made out to justify 
a resident lady inspector there, the ser- 
vices of lady inspectors being available 
wherever they were required to go. 
The hon. Gentleman also spoke of the 


desirability of increasing the number of | 


lady inspectors. The tribute paid by the 
hon. Member to lady inspectors, espe- 
cially to Miss Deane,whose services we are 
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{all sorry to lose, but whose worth will, 
| l am sure, be well appreciated where she 
has gone, was well deserved, and arrange- 
| ments will be made to continue the good 
work which she commenced. With 
| regard to the increase of inspectors gene- 
rally when the Factory Bill which is now 
before Parliament passes into law, it will 
be my duty to reconsider the whole ques- 
tion of the inspectorate, and along with 
that we shall consider the desirability 
of more women inspectors being ap- 
pointed. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Oxford spoke about the 
overwork in fruit factories, and told 
the House that the Committee had in- 
serted a provision in that Bill which 
would give the Secretary of State in- 
creased powers in reference to overwork 
in fruit factories. Whatever power isgiven 
to the Home Office I shall not hesitate 
/to use. The hon. Member for Battersea 
referred to the increase of fatal and other 
accidents in trades throughout the 
country, and no doubt there was such 
an increase, although there has been 
/a remarkable decrease in some occu- 
pations. It is impossible for me to state 
any reasons which are at all likely to be 
satisfactory to the Committee for that 
increase, but it is a remarkable fact that 
an inerease of accidents very often 
accompanies an increase in industrial 
activity, and there has been a very 
marked increase in industrial activity 
during the last three years, and with that 
increase there has been an increased 
number of accidents. It is, of course, 
the duty of the Home Office to see that 
all the powers they possess are exercised 
for the purpose of reducing the number 
of these regrettable accidents, and I 
assure the Committee I am deeply sen- 
sible of the responsibility of the Depart- 
| ment for the use and increase of powers 
| to carry out this primary duty. 

| Ithink I have now dealt with all the 
questions raised with the exception of 
the question relating to the safety of 
the streets of London and the all-night 
coffee stalls, which I quite agree with 
‘the hon. Gentleman are very often 
‘the resort of thieves, prostitutes, and 
undesirable characters. The Commis- 
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sioner informs me that he has done his 
utmost to deal with what is undoubtedly 
|a very difficult question, and has issued 
orders to the police that where any dis- 
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a summons should be taken out, and 
where a local authority was opposed to 
the continuance of a coffee-stall and 
persons could be found to give evidence, 
or make complaint in writing, the police 
would take action. But I am far from 
saying this matter is in a satisfactory 
condition. Of course coffee-stalls were 
started to meet a public want, but no 
doubt they have, in many instances, 
gone far beyond what was intended and 
what is necessary, and if any proper and 
adequate way of dealing with the evils 
can be found without interfering with 
stalls that serve a useful purpose it shall 
be adopted. I will consult the Chief 
Commissioner on the subject, and see 
whether anything can be done to put an 
end to that evil. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): The 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
was entirely in accord with the course 
of the debate, and his exposition and 
defence of the Factory Acts was satis- 
factory to the Committee, both in sub- 
stance and inspirit. Therearetwo reasons 
why we have had a rather less extended 
debate than usual upon the work of this 
important Department. In the first 
place, the Report of the chief inspector 
shows an unusually fruitful and energetic 
exercise by the Department of the powers 
Parliament has placed at its disposal ; 
and, in the second place, we are engaged 
in constructive legislation upon the very 
subject-matter that usually forms the 
subject of debate on these occasions ; 
and we have an assured hope that betore 
the session closes the powers of the Home 
Office will be largely and usefully in- 
I shall, therefore, only make 
two observations upon this 
The first will have reference to 


creased. 
one or 


subject. 


the much-discussed and long-delayed 
question in reference to the readjustment | because, as women and young persons 
on reasonably safe lines of the conditions | preponderate in the trade, a lady inspee- 
under which the pottery trade is to be ' tor can do what no male inspector can do: 


carried on. I do not blame the Depart- 
ment, for I well know the difficulties 
to be encountered, but it is not credit- 
able to the nation that this dispute should 
have been going on ever since I came 
to the Home Office, and that we should 
only now have reached the point of 
arbitration for the purpose of deciding 
the point. The suggestion of the hon. 


Member for Stoke, at the eleventh | 


Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 


turbance or anything of that kind occurs | hour, that nothing should be done, but 
) that the evil should be left to the business 


‘ belated defence of a state of things which 


‘I have looked with considerable care at 
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instincts of the persons concerned, is a 


has proved to be wholly indefensible. 


Mr. COGHILL: This is quite a new 
point. It has never been before the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. ASQUITH: As to the particular 
detail, that may be so ; but it is only one 
incident in a controversy which has now 
been going on for ten years, and during 
all that time, though I recognise that 
considerable improvements have been 
made in the conditions under which these 
poor people carry on their labour, yet 
the statistics of mortality now are such 
as call urgently for legislative and 
departmental interference. I am sorry 
that the Home Secretary does not look 
with favour on the suggestion that for a 
time one of the lady inspectors should be 
stationed in this district. He does not 
see the necessity. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I thought the sug- 
gestion was that the appointment was to 
be permanent. 


Mr. ASQUITH: No, no; it may 
turn out to be permanent, though I 
do not think it will be; but my sug- 
gestion has always been that it should 
be temporary at first. A similar experi- 
ment has been tried by establishing 
one of the lady inspectors in the west of 
London, with the best results. I do not 
attach much importance to “ the prac- 
tice of the Department.” That practice 
must be moulded to meet the require- 
ments of the case, and if one experiment 
has been tried with success, the exper- 
ment should be repeated in the case of the 
Potteries. There is a very special and 
peculiar necessity for the experiment, 


bring herself into close contact with the 
workers, and obtain from them with 
greater spontaneity the actual facts and 
the real details of their life and work. 


the Report with regard to the general 
position of the lady inspectors, and I find 
that the staff, which began in 1893 with 
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still far short of the requirements. 
I know the difficulties of the right hon. 
Gentleman in contending with another 
Department which has to be consulted ; 
but [ hope that the right hon. Gentle- 
man will see his way in the next twelve 
months to urge the extension of this 
not very extensive and most useful 
addition to the staff of the Home Office. 
And I think it would also be desirable 
to increase the clerical assistance to the 
lady inspectors. That there should be 
two clerks, and two only, to do the whole 
of this work is a sort of parsimony which 
does not tend to economy. If the 
right hon. Gentleman proceeds on those 
lines he will vastly increase the utility 
of his Department. 

I think that is all I need say on 
the question of factories, but there are 
two matters connected with the Home 
Office upon which I should like to take 
the opportunity of saying a few words. 
The first relates to a question debated in 
the House the other night which is strictly 
relevant to this question—namely, the 
duty of the Home Office in relation to 
the despatch of the military forces of 
the Crown in cases of civil disturbance. 
There is no subject in the department 
of constitutional law on which, even in 
the House of Commons, more misappre- 
hension exists. There are some who 
think that it is the business of the Home 
Office to preserve law and order through- 
out the country. Nothing of the kind. 
In London, no doubt, where the Home 
Secretary is head of the police, he has 
special duties cast upon him. But it 
cannot be too clearly understood that 
by the law of this country the mainten- 
ance of law and order is a local, and not a 
central, responsibility. The local magis- 
trates are the keepers of the peace. It 


resort, have the duty of keeping order, 
and if they neglect to take the steps 
necessary in any particular circum- 
stances they are liable to indict- 
ment for misdemeanour. What, then, is 
the function of the Home Office? It is 
one which has grown up by usage, and 
which is not to be found in any statute ; 
but itis a useful function. It is advisory. | 
It is useful that local magistrates in cases 
of doubt and perplexity should be able | 


to communicate with the Home Office | 








it it is 





and obtain advice suggested by ex: | 
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is they, and they alone, who, in the last | 
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| perience of similar cases in the past. But 
|it is impossible to distinguish too clearly 
| between the local responsibility for the 
enforcement of the law and the central 
function of giving advice. The question 
is, what is the kind of advice which it is 
‘the duty of the Home Office to give ? 
I speak, I am bound to say, from a 
not very pleasant experience. When 
I was at the Home Office the military 
were called in in connection with certain 
disputes in the West Riding, with the 
result that a regrettable loss of life took 
place. I had nothing to do with the 
ealling in of the military, and knew 
nothing about it until the day after that 
occurrence; yet I have been freely 
branded as an assassin and murderer 
in that connection. But what is the 
advice which the Home Office gave in 
those circumstances ? In the first place, 
the requisition for the attendance of the 
military must proceed from the local 
magistrates, and from them alone. No 
one else has power to make such a de- 
mand; and in my opinion the military 
authorities would be justified in refusing 
such a request unless they were satisfied 
that it came from the magistrates re- 
sponsible for the law and order of the 
district. In the second place, assuming 
such a request to come from the proper 
quarter, the advice to be given is that 
the intervention of the military should 
be avoided at all costs, except the cost of 
injury to life and property, and that of 
failure in the primary duty to maintain 
order and give protection to law-abiding 
citizens. In order to avoid the inter- 
vention of the military, the first step 
which the local authority ought to take, 
if their own police force is inadequate, 
is to exercise their statutory power under 
the Police Acts of borrowing constables 
from adjacent authorities to make up the 
deficiency. It is far better to deal with 

such an emergency by police than by mili- 

tary force. In the Penrhyn case I under- 

stand it is alleged that that power of 

borrowing had been resorted to and 

exhausted. But there is another step 

which ought to be taken before calling 

in the military—the resort to the old 

English method of swearing in special 

constables. There are many districts 

and circumstances where that is, if not 

impossible, an inappropriate step. In 
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but in large, straggling, rural districts {some benches of magistrates who do not 
the delay of bringing the men together | exercise their power of granting bail; with 


would be too great. As a general rule, 
it is only subject to these conditions 
that the local authorities ought to be 
advised to call in the services of the 
military. If these conditions are com- 
plied with, and no other means exist, 
then, of course, the military are resorted 
to; and their duty in this matter has 
often been laid down; but by no one 
with greater authority than Lord Bowen. 
The military has the duty of the ordinary 
citizen, and has no special privileges or 
responsibility, except that the possession 
of rifles demands special care. But it 
is the duty of the military, as of every 
citizen, to respond to the call of the 
authorities and protect the law-abiding. 
If these simple rules were complied with 
and generally understood, a great deal 
of misapprehension would be dispelled, 
and the friction and ill-feeling which 
generally attend the calling in of the 
military would be to a large extent 
mitigated if not dispelled. But it is only 
on these lines that the Home Office can 
safely counsel the local authorities to 
resort to military assistance. 

There is another matter connected 
with the administration of the law to 
which I wish to refer, and that is the 
habitual and almost systematic failure 
of magistrates to exercise their power 
of giving bail to prisoners committed for 
trial. This, again, is a matter in which 
the Home Office has only an advisory 
power. When I was at the Home Office, 
I sent a cireular to every clerk of the 
peace, calling attention to the scandalous 
state of things which existed. In eight 
weeks 576 persons had been remanded 
without bail, and of them 126 were 
acquitted. I do not hesitate to say that 
that is scandalous and ought not to be 
allowed. 


An Hon. Member: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman considered that in some of 
those cases bail could not be found, and 
in others the police objected to bail * 


Mr. ASQUITH: There are some 
eases of both kinds, but there are a vast 
number of cases in which these persons 
could be released on their own recogni- 
sances, and would appear upon their 
trial. What I am saying is that all the 
evidence tends to show that there are 

Mr, Asquith, 


'the result that innocent people are kept 
|in gaol who ought not to be kept there. 
|I hope that that is a matter which will 
receive the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and that if he cannot deal 
with it under administrative action, and 
if legislation is necessary, he will not 
hesitate to introduce the necessary 
measure. I have only to add my hearty 
congratulations on the extremely good 
character of the Report. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: May I say that, in 
regard to the action of the military in 
Wales, I associate myself with every word 
which the right hon. Gentleman has said? 
The action of the Home Office has been 
confined entirely within the limits of 
responsibility laid down by the right hon. 
Gentleman. The Home Office took no 
step to send these troops down to 
Bethesda. It was quite true that 
the Home Office received a petition, 
through the Chief Constable, from a 
number of workmen in the district, 
to the effect that they were molested 
and their wives and children were in 
danger. But it was on the day before 
the reply to that petition was received 
from the Home Office that the magis- 
trates of the joint committee sent the 
requisition for troops. The Home Office 
knew nothing about the requisition 
until the troops had been sent. I can 
only hope from the accounts which we 
received yesterday and to-day that the 
duration of the stay of the troops may be 
very short ; but, for my part, I do not 
wish to assume any responsibility. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I quite assent to the 
correctness of the view taken by the 
right hon. Gentleman, and I desire to 
make only one observation, that it is not 
the business of the police officer or Chief 
Constable. The only quarter from which 
a legitimate requisition can proceed is 
the magistrate. 


| *Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) said he thanked the right 
hon. Gentleman for his lucid statement 
of the law, and he would just like to state 
what occurred in Bethesda on Saturday. 
There was a great demonstration of 
quarrymen ; some 1,200 or 1,500 men 
marched in procession past the military, 
_the police, and the magistrate, who was 
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there to read the Riot Act if necessary. 


{5 AuGust 1901} 





Service Estimates. 1298 


| mended by Dr. Neve Foster, then chief 


| 


These men passed by in an orderly | inspector, as far as possible accepted. 
e oe | 


manner; they were singing, but they 
sang not riotous songs or ribald airs, 
but hymns, and the military uncovered 
as they marched by. He was sure that, 
after the 
Gentleman made, he would take steps 
to withdraw the troops from the 
neighbourhood at the eartiest oppor- 
tunity. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I did not say that; 
what I intended to convey was that | de- 
clined to make myself responsible for law 
and order in the district, but that, having 
regard to the peaceful attitude of the 
people, we may look forward to the 
arrival of a happy period when the troops 
will be withdrawn. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES said he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman’s remarks 
would be taken as a suggestion if not 
a direction by the local authorities to | 
speedily withdraw the troops. There 
were two questions to which he wished 
to refer. He had repeatedly drawn 
attention to the administration of the 
metalliferous mines and quarries in 
North Wales, and the recommendations 
with regird to special rules and the cer- 
tification of managers. The position 
under the Coal Mines Acts was that 
every manager of a coal mine had to be 
properly certified, but in the metalliferous 
mines and quarries in North Wales 
managers might be appointed who had 
no knowledge whatever of the working 
of those mines. In his constituency there 
were two of the largest slate quarries in 
the world, where some 6,000 workmen 
were normally employed, and the chief 
Managers of those quarries had no 
qualification whatever for the post, had 
never been certificated, and would not be 
allowed to take the management of the 
smallest coal mine in England or Wales. 
The Metalliterous Mines Acts were only 


tentative at best, and had become 
almost obsolete. The average slate | 
quarry was as dangerous as_ the. 
average coal mine, and he hoped | 
the right hon. Gentleman would 


do what he could to remedy this matter | 
by legislation and administration. The 
late Home Seeretary in 1899 stated | 
it was the intention of the Home Office | 


statement the right hon. | 


He also declared that a Bill had been 
prepared for some time, which contained 
a provision analogous to that contained 
in the Coal Mines Act, that there should 
be proper certification of managers in 
metalliferous mines. He (Mr. William 
Jones) hoped that quarries would le 


'included within the scope of the Bill. If 


certificated managers were required for 
collieries, they became necessary also for 
the slate mines and quarries. Any 
privileges belonging to the collier under 
the Coal Mines Regulation Act should be 
conferred upon the quarrier and the 
slate-getter. Interested magistrates were 
forbidden to adjudicate upon cases under 
the Coal Mines Act; why should they 
be considered sufficiently impartial for 
dealing with cases coming under the 
Metalliferous and Quarries Acts? The 
next point he desired to draw attention 
to was that the Chief Inspector, Dr. 
Foster, who had always done his work 
well, had now retired to take a well- 
merited rest, and had been succeeded by 
a gentleman who had hitherto been 
inspector under the Coal Mines Regula- 
tions Acts. That gentleman was now 
chief inspector of quarries and metal- 
liferous mines. Had the gentleman 
been a Welshman he would not 
have objected to the appointment, but 
all the English districts had been elimi- 
nated from the sphere of his jurisdic- 
tion, so that an exclusively Welsh dis- 
trict was supervised by one Who had no 
knowledge of Welsh. A person with a 
knowledge of the Welsh language should 
have been preferred, as was set out in 
the Coal Mines Regulation Act and in 
the Quarries Act, 1894. Two Welsh- 
speaking assistant inspectors Were ap- 
pointed six years ago, and Dr. Foster's 
recent report contained a tribute to 
their admirable work. Both were 
capable men, and either would make a 
competent chief inspector. He hoped 
that when the opportunity occurred 
the right hon Gentleman would take 
care that for these districts a gentleman 
should be appointed who was acquainted 
with the Welsh language. 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 


shire, Chippenham), in raising the ques- 


pending further legislation to try andj tion of the London housing problem, 


get some special rules of the sort recom-! said that the motion for reduction 
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which he had placed upon the Paper | 
was in no way hostile to the right | 
hon Gentleman, but merely put down 
to give an opportunity of raising this 
question. The Home Office was the 
office above all others which had to deal 
with this question, and the Metropolis 
was to be greatly congratulated on the 
fact that there was at the present moment 
at the Home Office a Minister who had 
shown such sympathy with this question 
and such an anxiety to meet it in its 
different lines. It was a fortnight ago , 
that the subject was brought up on the 
Vote of the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and he was impressed 
by one or two speeches which were made 
on that occasion with the fact that 
there was a theory that the provision | 
of adequate accommodation for the 
working classes in London should be 
the work of private enterprise, and of 
private enterprise alone, and that it was 
no business of the public authority to 
interfere in any way in that undertaking. 
He thought those who had devoted 
attention to this subject must feel that a 
more antiquated and more belated 
theory could not possibly be propounded. 
He did not wish to infer that private 
enterprise had not done in the past, 
and was not doing now, an immense 
amount of good work. but it had of 
necessity failed, owing to the immense 
increase and to the continuous amount of 
displacement. to cope with this great 
question, and therefore the public autho- 
rity had been brought in, not to sup- 
plant, but to supplement, private enter- 
prise. The London County Couneil, 
who had set themselves energetically 
to grapple with this work under Part 3 
of the Act, had found that in a very 
large way its operations were checked 
by the existing law and regulations. 
He did not think the Home Office was 
in any way to blame for this. No doubt 
those regulations were framed at a time 
when it was not contemplated for a 
moment that the public authority would 
be called upon to undertake housing 
operations on the gigantic scale which 
was necessary to-day. But he wanted 
to point out that the Home Office 
should now recognise that a _ great 
development had taken place, and 
was taking place; and that, there- 
tore, a considerable alteration of those | 


Sir J. Dickson-Poynder. 
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regulations must be brought about if a 
really comprehensive work was to be 


‘done by the London County Council. 


Owing to these restrictions of adminis. 
tration and of the law, the London 
County Council, although they were 
quite capable of erecting houses of 
a character for the wage-earner upon 
a high standard. they were totally in- 
capable of erecting houses of a character 
and at a rent suitable for the wage- 
earner on the lowest standard. It was on 
that point he desired to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to give them his most earnest 
support in the future. 

There were two schools of thought 
among those who had devoted their 
attention to this subiect. One school 
was of opinion that the public 
authority should only erect dwellings of 
such a high standard of health and 
sanitation and such a rent that only the 
higher class of wage-earners could go 
into them, and that if they did that, by 
some means known only to themselves, 
these houses dotted all over the place 
would increase the standard of wages 
earned in London; and the other 
school, more sympathetic, said the duty 
of the public authority was to build 
houses for the poorer classes of the 
Metropolis. He helieved it was the 
imperative duty of the iocal authority 
to build every kind of house tor every 
kind of workman. They could do so 
for those earning a higher standard of 
wage, but not for those earning a low 
rate of wage. The rents asked for the 
houses erected }y the London Couuty 
Council ranged from 6s. 6d.to 12s. a week, 
so that on the calculation that a man 
with a wife and a normal family could 
afford to pay one-fifth of his income in 
rent, no workman earning less than 39s. 
a week could be there accommodated. 
Thousands of men in the Metropolis 
would never earn more than 21s. or 25s. 
per week, and for these tenements of two 
rooms and a scullery for 4s. or 5s. a week, 
such as some of the companies provided, 
were required. The expense attaching 
to the dwellings could be very materially 
reduced if the Secretary of State could see 
his way to introduce legislation by which 
the period for the repayment of loans 
would be extended from sixty to a hur 
dred vears. The burden would not fall on 
the future ratepayers of London, as the 
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money was found out of the rents. In 
its early days the London County Council 
most properly imposed upon itself a regu- 
lation, to which in the face of difficulty and 
inconvenience it had loyally adhered— 
namely, that no houses should be erected 
by the Council which were not entirely 
paid for by the rents. If to extend the 
period of repayment was a slight infringe- 
ment of economic principles, that infringe- 
ment would sink into insignificance 
compared with the serious infringement 
which would be committed if the time 
ever came when, through inability to 
provide houses at a low rent, public 
authorities were obliged to obtain a 
subsidy from the county rate. The matter 
had been worked out very carefully 
in connection with the Guinness Fund, 
and a saving of 8d. or 9d. per room per 
week was made by—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN ruled that the hon: 
Member was going somewhat beyond 
the Vote. 


*Sir_ J. DICKSON-POYNDER said 
he had a further point, which directly 
concerned the Home Office. The capable 
architect of the London County Council 
had most carefully worked out a list of 
proposed modifications of the regulations 
governing the erection of working-class 
dwellings, which, if permitted by the 
Home Office, would in no small measure 
reduce the expense. The right hon. 
Gentleman had received a copy of that 
list, so that it was unnecessary to go 
through all the very technical matters 
involved. He did not suggest that the 
modifications should be adopted for all 
houses. What he wanted to see was a 
degree of elasticity which would enable 
dwellings to be erected for the lower 
standard of wage earners. These alter- 
ations had reference, among other things, 
to the reduction of the superficial area— 
a modification which under 
sanitary conditions would leave these | 
dwellings better than the dwellings in 
which the people whom it was proposed | 
to benefit had been accustomed to live— 
to the number of people who might use | 
one staircase, to the angle of light, and 
soon. As regarded the displacement of | 
residents by railway and other companies, | 
it was no doubt true that the great rail-| 
Way companies must develop their 
London termini, but it could not be) 
denied that in so doing they had dis-' 
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placed many hundreds of people. Par- 
liament imposed an obligation upon the 
companies to rehouse in such cases, but 
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‘that obligation was undoubtedly scamped 


as much as possible. He suggested that, 
instead of imposing the obligation of re- 
housing on the companies, they should 
confer with the London County Council 
and representatives of his right hon. 
friend’s office, if necessary, and calculate 
exactly how many families had been dis- 
placed and the price per head or family 
for rehousing them. Then the com- 
pany might hand over a sum of money 
to the County Council sufficient for the re- 
housing of the people who had been dis- 
placed. The County Council, having at 
their disposal the machinery for erecting 
dwellings, would be able to rehouse the 
people more quickly than the railway 
company, and certainly more efficiently. 
Another point to which he would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman's earnest con- 
sideration was that of the radius within 
which the persons displaced had to be 
rehoused. At present an equivalent 
amount of accommodation had to be 
provided within a radius of one mile of 
the displacement. That was a source of 
gigantic expense to the ratepayers of 
London, and he suggested that the radius 
might very well be extended to five, six, 
or even more miles, so that the accom- 
modation could be provided where land 
was much cheaper. During the last 
twenty-five years the difference be- 
tween the commercial value and 
the “written down housing value” 
of land which had_ been bought 
for purposes of rehousing was no less 
than £1,206,000. The facts of the case 
did not bear out the assertion that unless 
people were rehoused on_ practically 
the same spot great inconvenience was 
inflicted. In the case of the Blackwall 


| Tunnel 1,210 people were displaced, but 


only nine of the original people went 
to the dwellings that were erected ; on 
the Boundary Street area only eleven 
persons out of a total of 5,719 availed 


‘themselves of the accommodation pro- 


vided ; and, more recently still, on the 
Falcon area, only forty out of a total of 
800 returned to the dwellings. 


Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich) suggested that the reason 
was that the places erected were so 
expensive that the people could not afford 
to pay the rents. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: That is just the | similar photographic abominations were 
point. | everywhere—at sea-side resorts, country 
*Sin J. DICKSON-POYNDER said | {#7® in the main thoroughfares of great 
he relied upon the development in London | tig ns, and even at places devoted to 
rhierert. é ] Sunday-school treats. In London the 
of rapid locomotion, both underground | ¢ wns “who dealt in these disgusting 
and surface, to get over this difficulty, | exhibitions hired empty shops, leaving 
so that people would be able - a them when let to go to others. The 
several miles from their work and yet be | ..pibitions mitt te ent. toting. ie 
able to get to and fro without incon-) ¢.¢554 Street, High Street, Kensington, 
comical engadget Much Ws | Coventry Street, the Strand, Westminster 
heard nowadays about Imperial ideas, Bridge Road, under the shadow of the 
but in his judgment there was no greater | clock tower, Ludgate Hill, and King 
Imperial work for any statesman in this Willinne Mtveut, inthe City. There wees 
country than that of doing all in his |) undreds of them at Earl's Court Exhibi- 
power to ameliorate the condition of the yin If in any of our public schools 
hundreds m thousands of people who the masters found similar photographs 
were living amid unhealthy surroundings in the possession of one of his boys he 
in this great metropolis, and it was 11) Would promptly expel that boy, and the 
the belief that the right hon. Gentleman parents of any other boy would thank 
would do his best to forward that work ‘him for doing 80. If such living pictures 
that he had brought this matter to his/.. were shown in these mutoscopes 
erxemtaon. appeared on the stage of any theatre or 
Me CATE (Cornwall, Camborad music-hall, an outraged public” opinion 
. : : ' would clamour for and obtain their 
desired to call the attention of the a ; 
Committee to a subject of widespread | SUPPression, and _ surely Sunday-school 
. J . I -| scholars and office boys of the City 
importance—namely, the increase of 3 sip ie aaa Saints Be h 
late years in the number of indecent and | V°T® #8 Cesehving + es Se 
bscene exhibitions which had sprung up | »8*e #8ainst these horribly corrupting 
“ae ; I ey fluences as the theatre-going public, 
in different parts of the country, mainly |*” alt ae tigen wy 
: ny RF , ee See or the sons of rich men in our public 
as the result of the discovery of the | eed 
mutoscope. The attention of the Home | *°7°0* 
Secretary had twice been called to the He did not bring his indictment 
matter, and on the last occasion the right | against these shows on hearsay ; he had 
hon. Gentleman had stated that the personally investigated them. For some 
nuisance had recently abated. That | weeks past a succession of obscene and 
statement was probably made in conse-| indecent mutoscopes and_ stereoscopes 
quence of the fact that, after the first | had been on exhibition in the most 
question in the House, the particular | crowded corner of the City, in King 
exhibition in question removed the William Street, next door to the Monu- 
pictures complained of, but the evidently | ment Station. The exhibition consisted of 
expected prosecution not being under- kalloscopes, which were not the same as 
taken the pictures had been restored. | mutoscopes. The kalloscope was an auto- 
The country was being deluged with matic machine, about 18 inches square, 
protests against the present objectionable | made of wood. The mechanism was 
condition of things, and clergymen and | very simple, and was worked by a spindle, 
Sunday-school superintendents were | to which were fixed stereoscopic views. 
being warned against taking children | The light was an ordinary small oil-lamp 
to certain resorts. The task he had) with a single wick. For the most part 
undertaken was a very disagreeable one, the views consisted of semi-nude females, 
but he would try to carry it out with as| many of the subjects being of such a 
little offensiveness as possible. It was, | nature as to corrupt the morals of young 
however, a nasty subject, and he wanted | people. He had been able to purchase 
the Home Secretary to realise what these | certain kalloseope slides from the London 
exhibitions were, and not to depend upon | Photographic Company, 180, Clerken- 
the opinion of the police, whose idea of | well Road, which he desired the Home 
the obscene was generally extremely | Secretary to inspect. They were simply 
blunt. These filthy mutoscopes and | indescribable, and were made worse by 
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the fact that they were transparencies. 
These pictures could be bought at various 
prices ranging from 1s. 6d.; the par- 
ticular set he had handed to the right 
hon. Gentleman cost 4s. That the 
people concerned knew they were sailing 
very near the wind, if not actually in- 
fringing the law, was evidenced by the 
extreme precautions they exercised, and 
the difficulty of obtaining the pictures. 
A few days previously he visited the 
place in King William Street. The 
window was full of suggestive pictures, 
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and the police had constantly to move on: 


and lads who 
Inside he 


the crowds of young men 


were looking at them. 
counted fifty-seven lads, who  ap- 
peared to be under sixteen, eagerly 


waiting their turn for the peep-shows. 
The labels themselves were an offence 


upon public morals. For example, 
there were: “Funny Fat Wome n 

‘Actresses’ Private Hotel ” The 
Great Undressing Act— A Fetching 
Scene’; “ Jones’s Adventures at a 
French Ball; ‘* How the Girls were 
caught Bathing”; ‘ Five Girls in One 


Bed” ; “ Dressing for the Fancy Ball ” ; 
“(Going to Bed ” ; “ Nelly’s Show-bath ” ; 
and “ Last in Bed puts out the Light.” 
These titles were not sells, the pictures 
fully justified the titles. There was a 
similar show on Hampstead Heath, 
actually located in the midst of the 
children’s playground, set apart for 


Sunday-school treats and = such _ like. 
Any Saturday half-holiday clusters of 
children might be seen round each 


mutoscope waiting their turn to look. 

The following were some of the titles of 
these vile peep-shows at Hampstead 

Heath: “A ee gage Artist’s Model ” ; | 
“A Wicked Girl ” ; ** Gay Life in London 

at Night’; ‘* The Naughty Monk and/ 

the Lady”; “Tady Undressing ” ; 

“Lady going to Bed”; “ Her Bath” 

“ After the Bath ” ‘Naughty Maud 

going to Bed”; ‘‘ French Lady in 

Hammock ’’; ‘* Bedroom of the Parisian 

French Laundress (special),’’ These pic- | 
tures also were well up to the titles and | 
fully justified the prurient expectation 

excited. 

He did not desire to weary and dis- | 
gust the House by unnecessary reitera- | 
tion of the innumerable exhibitions of | 
this character. 
and so popular with certain classes, 
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They were so widespread | One ; 


especially lads, that he had no hesitation | “ Fun in a Girls’ Dormitory ” 
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| in saying that every day tens of thousands 
of young people were being polluted and 
degraded by them all over the country. 
Most of these shows were in the hands 
of the worst sort of blackguards from 
the back slums of Soho and Holywell 
Street. These men were slippery cus- 
tomers, hard to catch, and their infamous 
profits were well able to stand the risk 
of fine or imprisonment. He invited 
the Home Secretary to order a complete 
police investigation of two important 
companies, with large permanent offices, 
a responsible board of directors, and 
capital of £250,000 in one case and 
£75,000 in the other, which supplied on 
hire the very worst of these abominations. 
At Earl’s Court there were at least a 
couple of hundred of these machines, 
and they were all labelled as the property 
of the * Mutoscope and Biograph Syndi- 
cate.’ That was the original company 
which started the affair, but the business 
had sinee been taken over by the British 
Mutoscope and Biograph Company, 
formed for the purpose of acquiring the 
syndicate. They had in their turn 
sub-let their rights to the London and 
District Mutoscope Company—two of 
the directors sitting on both boards. 
The British Mutoscope and Biograph 
Company appeared to have the monopoly 
of the show at Earl’s Court. That day 
he had watched hundreds of young lads 
and lasses looking at these machines, 
and roaring with laughter at their con- 
tents. The chairman of the company 
was a wealthy and well-known man, and 
the directors were all responsible persons. 
The company paid 10 per cent. dividend 
on a quarter of a million of money. The 
chairman had seen him that day and 
had protested that it was very unfair to 
bring the matter up in the House, as 
the pictures did not belong to the com- 
pany. The machines, however, belonged 
to the company, and whether the pictures 
were imported from America or not did 
not matter—without the box and the 
handle of the company they could not 
He was, therefore, justified in 
The 





he seen. 
holding the company responsible. 


‘following were the titles of some of the 


Riographs and _Mutoscopes on view at 
Earl’s Court: ‘* Why Marie put out the 
Candle ” 


- “Three Baths at the Price of 
“What she Found in Bed”; 
Swimming Bath ” ; 
; “ High 


Ladies ; 


‘Inside a 
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Kicking at the Mountain Range” ; 
The Artist's Dream ”’; ‘‘ Her Morning 
Dip”; “Trying on her new oa 
Suit ”; “ Phyllis wasn't Dressed ”’ 
“ Did they Tear their Bathing Dresses .” 

“Not a Man in Sight—so the Girls 
thought,” 

Another company was the London 
and District Mutoscope Company ; its 
offices were at 48, Rupert Street. W. 
Its directors were responsible persons. 
Among its shareholders were Peers and 
Peeresses, Baronets, and eleven Members 
of this House. He felt it his duty to 
write last Friday to each of those eleven 
hon. Members informing them of his 
intention to invite the Home Secretary 
to prosecute the company. These eleven 
4zentlemen held one-sixth of the entire 
capital, and one at least, who held 
5,000 shares in his own name, was one 
of the original promoters of the company. 
He had no desire whatever to stigmatise 
those hon. Members—-ten of whom were 
on the Government side of the House, 
while the one to whom he has specially 
referred sat in Opposition. He had no 
doubt they invested their money in 
what they believed to he a respect- 


able concern, and knew nothing of 
its deterioration since. This com- 
pany was the principal trader in 
mutoseopes. It possessed an enormous 


stock, which it let out on hire at 3s. 6d. 
a week for each picture. Many of the 
pictures were beautiful and pure works 
of art, but these were not the popular 
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| 


| 


| 


| vanished as 


ones. It was those that came under 
the general heading of “funny ” out of | 


which the company appeared to derive 
most of its profits There was also an 
exhibition in Coventry Street, which 
consisted entirely of mutoseopes furnished 
by this company, and which he under- 
stood were in the hands of the company 
itself and not let out on hire. In fact, 
the secretary had stated the place was 
the company’s showrooms. Some of the 
mutoscopes were quite harmless—racing, 
dancing, scenes from popular plays— 
but these were quite neglected in favour 
of the “funny” ones, The following 
were some of the titles that commanded 
the general custom of the frequenters : 

‘The Spider and Fly”; ‘A Startler, 
or three Giddy Girls Romping ”: “ Why 
Marie Blew out the Light ” ; 
Adventure in a Flat”; “ Jealousy in a 


Mr. Caine. 


class of picture. 
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Dressing-room ”’; “‘ Through the Key- 
hole’; “Searching a Pretty Girl”; 


‘ Yards of Lace ” ;** Girls at Midnight ” ; 
“Do You Think they Really were-—?” 
Even if the pictures were innocent, the 
‘titles were in themselves a gross offence 
upon decency. These mutoscope pictures, 
however, were not “ sells’ but horribly 
indecent and obscene, ten times worse 
from their suggestiveness in their effect 
upon the minds of voung people, and in 
the fact that they were not ordinary 
photos or engravings, but living, moving 
pictures, in which the gestures and the 
faces of the persons were used to excite 
prurient and abominable sequels not fit 
to speak about. The pictures he was 
about to describe might be seen in Coven- 
try Street, in cases labelled as the property 
of the London and District Mutoscope 
Company—indeed, as the property of 
eleven members of this House. “ The 
Spider and Fly ’—This represented a 
nude woman in a kind of spider’s web. 
To her entered a young man, whom she 
invited by lewd looks and gestures, and 
' finally seized in her clutches, the picture 
vanishing with every possible obscene 


suggestion. “Why Marie Put Out the 
Light *—This_ represented a young 


woman in a bedroom fully dressed. She 
removed one article of dress after another 
|to the last garment, and the picture 
she prepares to remove 
that. These undressing pictures were 
the most popular of all mutoscopes. 
They were presented in various ways— 
‘The Inside of a Bathing Machine” 
‘Peeping Tom’ Through the Key- 
hole”; “ Nelly’s Bath”; “ The Great 
Undressing Act’; “Going to Bed,” 
being only a few of the suggestive titles 
attached to the cases containing this 
Another mutoscope of 
the London and District Company was en- 
titled, ‘‘ Searching a Pretty Girl.” This 


"represented a room in a New York Custom 


House. A male officer brought in 4 


_smartly-dressed young woman to a female 


searcher ; the searcher stripped her, gar- 
ment after garment, down to the last, 
searching that in the most obscene way. 
He would weary the House with only 


/one more of the London and District 


Mutoscope’s productions, entitled, “ Do 


| You Think They Really Were—— ?” In 
“Tough | this scene a man was found in a room 
with three women partly undressed, all 
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of whom he kissed. The lobby was also | 
represented in the picture, showing a) 
policeman knocking at the door outside. | 
The man hustled the three girls behind a 
screen, and presently various articles of 
clothing—stays, shoes, and stockings— | 
were thrown over the screen, suggesting | 
that the three girls had completely un- | 
dressed. The policeman burst in, threw | 
down the screen, and found three Salva- | 
tion Army girls playing tambourines. 

He wished he could say that these 
exhibits of the London and_ District 
Mutoscope Company were the worst, but 
they were not. There were worse in the 
children’s playground at the Heath. But 
he hoped he had made out a case upon 
which the Home Secretary could act 
against a company that had a solid 
existence, and that he might appeal suc- | 
cessfully to those members of the House 
(some of whom were present, and all of | 
whom he had told of his intention 
to attack this company), who found 
themselves in the unpleasant position 
ot shareholders in one of the most abomin- 
able trading companies that ever regis- 
tered at Somerset House. He wished 
again to emphasise that he was certain 
that none of his colleagues had until now 
the slightest knowledge of these facts. It 
might be that the law could not reach this 
company and its respectable directors, 
two of whom were barristers and prob- 
ably knew how to evade the law. But 
he thought the Home Secretary was 
bound to test the law, and, if it was found 
to be insufficient to deal with such in- 
famous exhibitions, to amend the law 
accordingly. He was certain the right 
hon. Gentleman would get the cordial 
help of hon. Members on his own side of 
the House who found themselves in the 
position of shareholders in this company. 
If he felt at liberty to say who they were, | 
the House would know as well as he dia 
that they could have no knowledge of | 
the way their directors were using the, 
capital they supplied. If the Home) 
Secretary was powerless—which he re- 
fused to believe—publie opinion would 
look to those shareholders who occupied 
public positions to clear out the present 
directorate and management, and get the 
business back to pure and decent lines. | 
A simple remedy would be to compel | 
the registration and official sanction of 
every show of this kind, or by not per- 
mitting any exhibition without a licence | 
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involving police supervision and control. 
Plays were under the censorship—not 
very efficient perhaps—of the Lord Cham- 
berlain. The living scenes he had de- 
scribed, if they appeared in a play, would 
lead to the suppression of that play. If 
they were exhibited in a licensed public 
house, the licence of that house would 
be refused renewal by any bench in the 
country. Why, then, were they per- 
mitted, unchecked and uncontrolled, at 
such places of public resort as Earl’s 
Court Exhibition, at every seaside resort, 


-and on Hampstead Heath, and in all the 


great thoroughfares of the metropolis ! 
They did some things better in America. 
He did not hold up the police system ot 
American cities for the imitation of the 
Home Secretary, but at any rate they 
cleared their streets of this sort of thing, 
generally by the simple but effective 
method of smashing up the whole stock- 
in-trade, leaving the scoundrels who ran 
the show to take their own remedy, 
which they never did. In conclusion, 
he warned the Home Secretary that 
public opinion was very deeply moved 
with regard to this matter and expected 
him to put a stop to the scandal. He 
apologised to the House if he had detained 
them too long on a subject so nauseous 
and loathesome. It had been a most 
disagreeable task to him to take the 
matter up at all, and nothing but the 
strongest sense of public duty had 
induced him to do so. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) desired 
cordially to support the hon. Member 
for the Camborne Division. While, no 
doubt, many of the pictures which were 
suggestive and objectionable were not so 
indecent or obscene as to afford grounds 
for successful prosecution, he believed 
others did afford such grounds. After 
the speech of the hon. Member he hoped 
the Home Secretary would stir up the 
police to greater diligence, and that the 
magistrates would feel that, if, when any 
such a case was brought before them, 


'they inflicted severe punishment, they 
'would not be going beyond public 


opinion. He hoped that the debate that 


/evening would show that the feeling of 


the country was that the magistrates 
should be strengthened in inflicting 
severe punishment upon the offenders. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith) said that 
none of these mutoscope exhibitions were 
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to be found in the parks or public places 
under the control of the London County 
Council. He had acted on the com- 
mittee of the Council which decided that 
they should not be allowed in the parks 
and open spaces controlled by the Council. 
There were, however, small pieces of 
ground on Hampstead Heath, filched 
probably at some time from the Heath, 
which were the property of private 
owners, and some of these proprietors 
exhibited the mutoscope over the hedges 
with which the County Council had 
surrounded the plots. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said he wished to draw attention to 
a certain amount of dissatisfaction which 
existed in regard to the action of the City 
Commissioners. He himself had been 
prosecuted for driving a motor-car at 
therate of more than twelve miles 
an hour, although the case had been 
dismissed. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I really do not 
see how the hon. Member can make 
the Home Secretary responsible. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR 
would pass from that 
the question of capital punishment. 
A constituent of his had committed 
murder, and he feared that great 
responsibility rested upon him, inas- 
much as he might not have put the case 
properly before the Home Secretary in 
appealing to the right hon. Gentleman 
to exercise the prerogative of mercy. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I absolutely decline 
to discuss that question, or to say one 
word as to the advice I offered to the 
Sovereign in the matter. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that, 
with great respect, he recognised the 
responsibility of the Home Secretary in 
the matter, and he was sure his right 
hon. friend had discharged his duty 
exceedingly well. But he hoped that 
some legislation would be introduced. 
*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Gentleman is now dealing with 
the question of legislation, which cannot 
be discussed in Committee of Supply. 
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said he 
subject to 


[Mr. Parker SmitH (Lanarkshire, Par- 
tick) in the Chair.] 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) said 

that the Home Secretary usually acted 

Mr. Bull. 
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with so much discrimination and caution 
in answering questions put to him, 
and with so much candour and frankness 
generally, that he rose very reluctantly 
to complain, in the first place, that the 
right hon. Gentleman had appointed 
monoglot-speaking Englishmen as mines 
inspectors in Wales; and in the second 
place, of the somewhat evasive answer 
which the right hon. Gentleman gave 
in reply to a question put by him on the 
subject. Until quite recently there were 
in North Wales two chief inspectors 
of mines; one was Mr. Hall who was 
now chief inspector, but whe had 
previously been only chief inspector 
under the Coal Mines Regulation Act. 
The other chief inspector was Dr. 
Foster, who was appointed chief inspector 
under the Metalliferous Mines  Aet, 
and he had charge of the metaliiferous 
mines and quarries in North Wales. 
Dr. Foster was appointed twenty-nine 
years ago and Mr. Hall twenty years ago. 
With reference to them, no complaint 
could be made because, before the Coal 
Mines Regulation Act of 1887, it was not 
compulsory for an inspector to under- 
stand the Welsh language, but that 
Act provided that candidates for the 
position of inspector in Wales and Mon- 
mouth, who spoke the Welsh language 
and were equally qualified with other 
candidates, should be preferred. In 
1894 the Metalliferous Act placed the 
appointment of inspectors under that 
Act in exactly the same position as 
similar appointments under the Act ot 


1887. After those Acts had __ been 
passed, even assistant inspectors 
who had a_ knowledge of _ the 


Welsh language and were equally quali- 
fied with other candidates, were entitled 
to preference. In the spring of the pre 
sent year Dr. Foster, the chief inspector 
under the Metalliferous Mines Act, re 
signed, and it became necessary to ap 
point a successor. Instead of appointing 
one of the Welsh-speaking assistant 
inspectors, or even advertising for candi- 
dates, Mr. Hall, the chief inspector of coal 
mines, was appointed inspector under the 
Metalliferous Mines Act for the whole ot 
North Wales. He had not a word to say 
against Mr. Hall as a coal mines It 
spector ; he was an eminently qualified 
man and a personal friend of his own, 
and he did not think it possible to find 
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a more competent man as a coal mines | therefore, could the right hon. Gentle- 
inspector in the United Kingdom ; but} man maintain that the appointment of 
Mr. Hall had no experience of metalli- | a successor to fill the position vacated by 
ferous mines or of quarries. Yet, in the | Dr. Foster’s resignation was not a new 
face of the two Acts he had mentioned, prevdichrenneieg and therefore did not come 
Mr. Hall was appointed, although he | under the Act. It was pleaded that in 
could not speak the Welsh language. He | South Wales there had been no new 
asked the Home Secretary a question }appointment, but merely a rearrange- 
on the subject on the 14th June, and| ment. Why could not someone who 
the right hon. Gentleman replied that | knew Welsh have been appointed to the 
in consequence of Dr. Foster's retire- | district newly created ? He had nothing 
ment he had decided to rearrange the | to say against Mr. Hall, but the appoint- 
work and the districts of the mines in- | ment was an illegal one. The law officers 
spectors, that the general charge of | of the Crown, if consulted, would tell the 
North Wales had been given to Mr. Hall, | right hon. Gentleman that the appoint- 
and that the ordinary work of inspection | ment came under the Acts of 1894 and 
would be carried on by Dr. Foster's | 1887. He had absolutely no fault to find 
assistants, Mr. Williams and Mr. Jones, | with Mr. Hall except that he could not 
who were both Welsh speaking. On the | understand a single word of Welsh, and 
same day the right hon. Gentleman that he had not had any experience either 
was asked a question with regard to South | of the Metalliferous Mines Act or of the 
Wales, and he stated that the South Wales | Quarries Act. The appointment created 
district had been divided into two, as the} a very dangerous precedent. If, when 
work of the district had increased enor-|an Act of Parliament provided that men 
mously, and that one portion of it would | appointed to certain positions should have 
be discharged by the existing inspector | certain qualifications, that provision was 
in South Wales and the remainder by an | disregarded by the Home Secretary, it 
inspector who had been set free by re-) might lead to very serious consequences. 
arrangements elsewhere. The right hon. | This was a matter of great importance to 
Gentleman added that he did not propose , monoglot-speaking Welshmen, of whom 
to make any new appointment, that no! there were about 15,000 in the Carnar- 
vacancy had occurred, and that he had/vonshire and Merionethshire districts, 
been merely rearranging matters. He | and he hoped that even now it might not 
was amazed at that answer. It seemed | be too late for the right hon. Gentleman 
to him to be an evasion of the law by ato reconsider the matter, and appoint 
miserable and somewhat undignified | someone in accordance with the terms of 
subterfuge. The right hon. Gentleman | the Acts of 1894 and 1887 who knew the 
said that no vacaygy had occurred. If/ language spoken by the bulk of the 
he had the appointment of a professor in | quarrymen. : 

the university, and if the professorships 
of, for instance," Hebrew and mathe- 
matics were held by different men, one | 
of whom resigned, would the appoint- 
ment of the other professor as professor 
in both subjects be an appointment or} Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) called 
a rearrangement? Or assuming that |the attention of the Home Secretary 
the office of the Home Secretary or the | to a case in the Worship Street Police- 
Colonial Secretary was vacant through | court, where it was alleged that a cell 
resignation, and that the Government | in Holloway Prison was in such a ver- 
thought that the Minister who had not | minous condition that a female prisoner 
resigned could fill both offices, and | could not sleep at night, that she had to 
accordingly appointed him, would that | be attended by the doctor, and that the 
be an appointment or simply a re-/ magistrate had, in consequence of her 
arrangement ? Or take the case of two | sufferings, reduced the amount of bail. 
adjoining houses occupied by two dif- | He was certain it would not for a moment 
ferent tenants ; if one tenant left and the | be suggested that even guilty persons 
landlord accepted the other as tenant} should be put into dirty and verminous 
of both houses, would that be a new | cells, but in this case they were persons 
tenancy or simply a rearrangement? How, ‘ who, not having been convicted, were 








Attention called to the fact that forty 
members were not present. House 
counted, and forty members being found 
present— 
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in the eves of the law presumably guilt- 
less. Reference had been made to the 
fact that numbers of prisoners were kept 
in prison awaiting trial for as long as 
eight weeks, and if the condition of the 
cells at Holloway was as had been de- 
seribed. a similar condition of affairs 
probably prevailed at other gaols through- 
out the Kingdom. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would make a strict 
inquiry into the matter, and, if the state- 
ments were correct, make the governor, 
or whoever might be responsible, com- 
pletely answerable for such a disgusting 
state of affairs. 


Me. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster) raised the question of the 
special allowances granted to the Metro- 
politan Police, and to the refusal of the 
Home Office to allow such special allow- 
ances to count towards pension. The 
question had recently been raised by an 
action in the Court of Appeal, and, 
though that action was brought by a 
constable who for many years was 
employed in the precincts of the House of 
Commons, the matter applied also to 
the police employed in picture galleries, 
museums, and other public buildings. 
There was also the class who received 
extra pay for good conduct. In relation 
to forces outside London, application 
had several times been made to permit 
such special allowances to count towards 
pension, and on no occasion had the 
Home Secretary replied to a local force 
that such allowances could not be so 
counted. [Speak up!” ] Even within 
the Metropolis there had been cases in 
which police-constables had been allowed 
to reckon special allowances towards 
pension, and there were cases of ex- 
superintendents who at the present 
moment were drawing pensions calcu- 
lated on a higher seale of pay. The 
whole question resolved itself into, What 
is annual pay ?—and it seemed very hard 
that men who for years might be re- 
ceiving 4s., 5s., or even more per week 
in the way of special allowances should 
not be allowed to count those sums in 
their annual pay. The additional cost 
in pensions would not, he thought, be 
very large, and he trusted the right hon. 
Gentleman would take the matter into 
his earnest consideration. 

*Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) drew attention to the fees paid 

Mr. Pierpoint. 
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{to medical witnesses for attendance at 
| police-courts and assizes. It was an old 
| question that had never yet received 
adequate or proper consideration. The 
| fees were fixed so far back as 1858. 
and, having regard to the difference in 
the value of the guinea now, he thought 
there were good grounds for complaint. 
The rate of pay for medical witnesses 
in England was for a police-court attend- 
|ance 10s. 6d. a day; but this was not 
certain, for there were instances where 
the magistrate had said he had not the 
funds for such a payment. When a case 
| Was sent to assizes or sessions the pay- 
ment was a guinea for a day’s attendance, 
with an allowance of 2s. if the witness 
had to stay in the town for the night. 
A medical man of his acquaintance was 
offered £2 19s. 6d. for a long day’s attend- 
ance at a police-court and two other long 
days at sessions, including his second- 
class railway fare. His friend returned 
the cheque, considering it almost an 
insult to be offered such a sum. For 
similar service a medical man in Scotland 
would receive six guineas. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : 


Scotsman is the better man. 


*Mr. LAWRENCE: An Irish doctor, 
his brain being so much superior, would 
receive a guinea for three hours, or two 
guineas for a day of six hours, and a 
couple of guineas for attendance as witness 
in an adjoining town. It was an inde- 
fensible system, and various Home Secre- 
taries had had the matter before them. 
When theright hon. Member for East Fife 
was Home Secretary he agreed that the 
remuneration was inadequate, but he 
said an alteration would involve a revision 
of the whole scale of remuneration for 
professional witnesses, architects, sur- 
veyors, and such like. Medical men, 
however, invited inquiry, and a return 
would show that medical men far more 
than any other professional class figured 
as witnesses in trials. For a gentleman 
who had gone through an expensive 
education, to whom time was money, 
and who in his absence had to pay a 
locum tenens, the scale of payment was 
most unfair, and he pressed the con- 
sideration of this subject on the Home 
Secretary. 
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Because the 


| *Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) sup- 
| ported the view of the hon. Member for 
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the Strand Division in regard to special 
allowances of policemen being allowed 
to count towards pension. The appoint- 
ments to look after public buildings, and 
so forth, were generally made because 
of the special intelligence and good 
character of the officers appointed, 
and also often carried with them special 
duties outside the hours of ordinary 
police duty. Moreover, in taking up 
these appointments, the officers aban- 
doned, to a large extent, the chances 
of promotion to higher rank in the 
service. The case, unfortunately, taken 
into the law courts was described 
by the judges as being a “ hard case.”’ 
He thought it was time the somewhat 
antiquated ruling of the Home Office 
should be reconsidered, especially as 
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within the last two years, in consequence | 


of the abandonment of special allowances 
for house-rent on the part of the Com- 
missioners of Police, increased pay had 


been given, and the pensions were 
assessed upon that increased pay. He also 


desired to acknowledge the sympathy 
and courtesy with which the right hon. 
Gentleman had always met those who 
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wholly or partly in another district, or 
for being released from rehousing on 
account of alleged sufficient aceommoda- 
This matter might 
appear a small one, but then why did 
railway companies strongly object to 
sending a copy to the local authority ? 
The objection to this obligation could 
only point to one conclusion, namely, that 
submitting a copy of the scheme to the 
local authority considerably lessens their 
chances of obtaining the consent of the 
Home Office to some apparently innocent 
proposal which a thorough local know- 
ledge of the facts would render impossible. 
Besides, such an obligation had been 
already imposed upon the London Count vy 
Counciland several railw ay companies,and 
therefore there could be no objection to 
make it a general rule. The hon. Member 
who had opened the discussion upon the 
subject of rehousing that evening had 
referred to the financial position attach- 
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|ing to the present arrangement with 


regard to the construction of workmen's 
dwellings. There was no doubt that the 


| action of the Home Office in considering 


were deeply interested in the question | 


of the housing of the poor. 
propose to enter into the question except 
to point out that this session had _re- 


He did not | 


| money which is involved. 


vealed how private legislation frequently | 
and detrimentally affected the habita- | 


tions of the wage-earners in Londen. 
Apparently small details in such measures 
were often of great importance in this 
connection, and he hoped the Home 
Secretary would carefully watch all 
proposals involving dishousing or re- 


housing that might come before Parlia- | 


ment. The point which he was anxious 
to impress upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man was the desir ability ¢ of establishing as 
a general rule of the serving upon local 
authorities simultaneously with the ser- 
vice upon the Secretary of State of the 
details of any scheme which might 
involve rehousing. The local authority 


should be cognisant of every scheme in- | 
| order now. 


volving the rehousing of persons of the 
labouring class who might be displaced, 
because not only from their local know- 
ledge might the local authority be able 
to point out to the Home Office desirable 
improvements in any such scheme, but 
they could also make representations to 
the Home Office should any proposal he 


any scheme must be materially affected 
by the question of the repayment of the 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I 
must point out that that is a question 
of legislation, and not of administration 
by the Home Office, and therefore the 
hon. Gentleman is out of order. 


*Mr. HAY said he bowed to the ruling 

of the Chair, but inasmuch as the action 
of the Home Office must be affected by 
the financial aspect, they looked to the 
Home Secretary to give his attention 
to that subject. He also wished to 
refer to the treatment meted out to 
juvenile adults in prisons. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
question of the treatment of juvenile 
adults in prisons comes under the Prisons 
Vote, and therefore cannot be in 


*Mr. HAY said that he brought it 
forward under this Vote because the 
right hon. Gentleman was the Minister 
responsible for the prisons. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: When 


a matter comes directly under another 


made, such as for instance rehousing | Vote it cannot be raised under this Vote. 
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of the Chair, and would content himself 
with thanking the right hon. Gentleman 
for what he had already done in the 
matter. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) said he desired to say 
a word or two in support of what had 
fallen fromthe hon. Member fortheStrand 
Division of Westminster on the ques- 
tion of pensions given to the Metropolitan 
Police. The question resolved itself into 
whether it was possible to give these 
men a pension upon what was a special 
duty allowance. He had no doubt that 
the question affected policemen beyond 
those employed in the precincts of this 
House, but he would allude to those 
employed in this building to illustrate 
this point. These men were selected 
for special duty in the first place because 
they were men of good character and 
exemplary bearing—men who would 
be selected for promotion outside ; but it 
was generally recognised that if they once 
accepted a position in this House they lost 
their chance of promotion, and in lieu of 
it got special duty allowance of 7s. 
aweek. That 7s. a week was for the 
performance not only of police duty 
but also other duties which policemen 
were not called upon to perform, but 
which under the Act of 1893 were 
recognised as police duties. Every man 
who took permanent duty in this House 
was bound to qualify himself as a fireman, 
and under the Act of 1893 any duty of 
that kind which was taken over by a 
policeman was to be calculated as police 
service for pension. After twenty-five 
years service they were entitled to a 
pension of not less than two-thirds of 
their annual pay, and the question was 
whether that pay was to be the simple 
pay of the police constable or to be supple- 
mented by the 7s. a week which the 
police would receive for special duty in 
the House. Any ordinary person would 
say that, whether that 7s. was paid under 
the name of special duty allowance or 
any other name, it should be reckoned as 
part of the pay upon which the pension 
was to be calculated, and when a similar 
question had arisen in the country forces 
and the forces outside the Metropolitan 
Police Force, the Home Secretary had 


sanctioned more than once a pension | 


{COMMONS} 
*Mr. HAY said he bowed to the ruling | 
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calculated upon this pay. The Metro- 
politan police therefore were under a dis- 
tinct disadvantage with regard to pay as 
compared with the country forces, and 
not only as compared with the country 
forces, but as compared with the higher 
ranks of the Metropolitan Police Force, 
because the higher ranks of that force 
had a good service allowance of £25, 
which was calculated in their pay for pen- 
sions. That being so, the lower branch 
of the Metropolitan Police Force had, in 
his opinion, a real and substantial griev- 
ance. This question had been made the 
subject of a case which had been brought 
in the ordinary course before one of 
the legal tribunals of the country, which 
had decided adversely tothe men. It was 
not for him to question the decision of 
that tribunal, but he desired to show that 
the opinion of the Court of Appeal was 
based upon the belief that it was in the 
power of the Home Secretary to make 
the special allowance part of the pay 
upon which the pension should be paid. 
It was in the absolute power of the Seere- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
by issuing a new warrant, to allow the 
special duty allowance of a permanent 
character to be reckoned as permanent 
pay ; therefore it was in the power of the 
Secretary of State to issue a new warrant 
and place the men of the Metropolitan 
Police Force on the same footing as the 
country policeman and those in the 
superior grades of the Metropolitan 
Police Force. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman not to be bound by the 
traditions of the Home Office in this 
matter, but to give it his personal con- 
sideration, and see whether, in the case 
of men who were selected for long service 
and for good character to take permanent 
position where there was little chance of 
promotion, he could not put those men 
in a position of equality with their fellow 
men in the country, and so carry out 


' what he, at all events, believed to be the 


intention of the Police Pensions Act of 
1890. 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.), referring 
to the problem of the housing of the 
working classes, in London, expressed 
gratitude to the Home Secretary for the 
wayin which he had to deal with the 
subject. He desired to draw the 
attention of the Home Secretary to the 
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fact, however, that if there were certain 
restrictions in the Act of 1890 that were 
useful and necessary when the Act was 
passed, those restrictions had now become 
less necessary, because of the experience 
gained by the county council in that 
period. During those eleven years 
the question of housing the working 
classes in London had 
altered; many causes had _ com- 
bined to make the building of cheap 
houses far more difficult than it was ; 
there was the increase of wages, the 
increase in the value of building material, 
the increase in the rates, and in London 
the inequality of the rates, which made 
it possible to build cheap houses in one 
part of London, and almost impossible 
to build them in another part. In 
Poplar the rates were 9s. 44d. in the &£, 
and in St. Pancras 6s., the extra rates in 
the one case being just sufficient to raise 
the rents to prevent the poor of London 
finding cheap houses, with the result 
that only the well-to-do portion of the 
working classes could afford to live in 
them. There were cases in which, if 
laud were to be presented as a free gift 
to the municipality, it would scarcely be 
possible to build houses upon it, and to 
charge rents which would bring the 
accommodation within the reach of the 
lower portions of the 


Supply—-Civil 
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classes, and the other that they 
should build houses for the lower 
strata, but the hon. Member knew how 
difficult that was to do. Through 
those restrictions, many of which could 
be removed by the Home Secretary, they 
were gradually being forced into build- 
ing houses for the people who could be 


materially | housed by other methods, and who could 


be housed, he believed, by private 
enterprise. If they were going to take 
on their shoulders the whole of this build- 
ing and housing they would beconfronted 
with a most gigantic task, and would 
have to neglect the interests of those 
poorer people for whom they might build. 
Some of the demands of the Home Office 
very often went further than those of 
the Building Act of 1894. They were 
almost unnecessary, and their effect was 
to increase the cost of building and the 
rents charged, with the result that they 
were forced to house a class of people 
who really did not feel the necessity for 


their intervention so much as other 
classes. They might be told they were 


trying to place a burden on posterity ; 
but what was the burden? According 
to their present arrangements, in sixty 
years from now the ratepayers of 
London would be enjoying a profit of 
£27,000 out of the houses which had been 


population. | already built. Though they ought to be 


Another difficulty had reference to the | fair to posterity,’and not lay too heavy a 


compounding of the rates. 


In the con- | burden upon it, he thought to present 


struction of houses for the working | it with an income of £27,000 was rather 
classes they must have regard not only | too noblea gift. It must be remembered 


to what was the best kind of house, but 
also as to what were the conditions of the 
people whom they were trying to re- 
house, and he urged that, if they could 
give these people cleaner and_ better 
houses, they ought not be ashamed to be 
building them——houses which, although 
they might not be palaces, would, at 
least, be better than the kind of houses 
that these poor people had been in the 
habit of living in. He thought if they 
could reduce, even by a shilling or six- 
pence a week, some of the rents by relax- 


ing some of the restrictions, they should | 


be doubly assisted, because the lower the 
rent the fewer the empties. 


Wiltshire had referred to two schools 
of thought, one of which was of opinion 
that the local authorities should pro- 
vide for the well-to-do working 


VOL. XCVII. {Fouts SErtes.] 


The hon. | 
Member for the Chippenham Division of | 





that municipalities had laid upon them- 
selves the self-denying ordinances that 
the charge for these houses must not 
come out of the rates, and the rents 
must tbe equal to paying all outgoings 
and repairs as well as interest on sinking 
fund. But there was always the danger 


| that if the regulations were too rigorously 


administered that party might gain 
strength which was in favour of paying 
a‘fportion of the rent out of the 
rates, and that would be disastrous 
to the future of municipal housing. 


If the Home Secretary would give 
them a little more freedom from 


restriction when the plans under Part 
I. of the Act came before him, and if he 


would consider fairly the question of 


giving them more time for the repay- 


ment of their debts, he believed that, 
with the experience that had been gained 


2B 
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in the last eleven years, a great step 
might be taken towards the proper 
housing of the working classes of London. 
Hon. Members opposite had referred to 
the necessity of heroic legislation. It was 
only eleven years ago since this great 
Act was passed, and they did not want 


heroic legislation to deal with this 
matter. In his opinion all that London 
and the great municipalities needed 


was the relaxation of a few restrictions 
and a little more liberty to deal with the 
matter in their own way. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: A great many inter- 
esting questions have been raised, and 
if the Committee will permit me I will 
take those of the lesser importance first, 


and leave those of greater moment 
to the last. My hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Abereromby Division 
called attention to the question of 
fees for medical witnesses. I am bound 
to say from the figures he quoted 
the remuneration given under the 


existing rule does not seem to me to be 
extravagant, and that perhaps stands 
out in greater relief from the fact that 
in Scotland, celebrated for 
economical administration, the fees given 


which is 


are considerably greater ; and I admit 
also that these matters were fixed many 
and there have been some 
changes then. But while the 
amount of the remuneration is small, 
it must be remembered that the cost 
of prosecution is great, and we ought to 
be extremely careful in increasing it. I 
will promise, however, to take the subject 
into consideration. At the same time 
[ must say that vou cannot take into 
account merely one class of witnesses, but 


years ago, 


since 


that we must take into account the whole 
scale—rather a formidable undertaking. 


My _ hon. the 
the Strand Division and for Horsham 
brought up the question of the claims that 
had been made of pensions on allowances 
made for special service to the police. 
I think it ought to be understood at once 
that. from all the information in my 
possession, this is not a claim which is 
put forward by the existing police, or 


Mr. Peel. 


friends Members 


for 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 1324 


|with which they desire to identify 


themselves. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: May 
I ask whether they have been informed 
that it would not be to their advantage 
to identify themselves with it ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly not. I have 
had no communication whatever with 
them. We are greatly indebted to the 
police who are on duty in this House 
for the great attention and consideration 
which they show and the great assist- 
ance which they give to hon. Members. 
From the information I have, they seem 
to be satisfied with their position, and 
they may well be. There is a great 
desire on the part of the police to be 
engaged on this special service. It is 
quite true that they may lose some 
chances of promotion as compared with 
men who are on duty outside, but they 
receive extra remuneration of a shilling 
a day, and the kind of service is considered 
attractive. So far as the general pay 
and pensions of the police are concerned, 
I do not think there is the slightest 
ground for complaint. The pay is 
not quite so high in the Metropolis as 
in the City, but it is higher than in 
any other part of the kingdom. After 
twenty-six years of service a constable, 
at an age when he is still capable of 
performing many duties which people 
desire to have performed, receives a 
pension of two-thirds of his pay, which is 
equal to about 22s. 6d. a week, and it 
would be difficult to satisfy the wishes of 
a man who said that this was a shabby or 
inadequate arrangement. Ever since 
1864 it has been the rule that men 
appointed for special duty with an 
allowance should pay the superannuation 
deduction on their pay only. A constable 
prosecuted in the courts a claim to 
receive pension on his allowance, but 
judgment was given against him. We 
do not go to the judges to ask what we 
ought to do in matters of this kind. 
If they had known the whole cireum- 
stances of the case they probably would 
not have considered it a hard case at all. 
I maintain that it is not a hard case. 
After the figures I have given, hon. 
|Members may judge for themselves on 
'that point. In any case, I have gone 
| very carefully into the whole question of 
police pensions and police pay, and I am 
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not prepared to advise any increase {ance had been deducted, and not upen 
whatever. I consider the amounts paid | their special allowances, from which no 
fair, Just, and indeed liberal. If the | superannuation allowance had _ been 
hour was not so late I would point out deducted. 

that the cases of superintendents, to | 
which reference has been made, are | 
quoted under a misapprehension, and 
that the superintendents when they are 
pensioned are pensioned on their pay 
only, and not on their allowances. 


*Mr. HAY pointed out that the special 
allowance for rent to the Commissioners 
of Police was now included under the 
Act of 1899 in the regular pay. the 
pension of these superior ofticers would 
: ae : | be calculated on the increased pay, and 
Mr. FLAVIN asked whether it was) that increased pay puna’ the 
not the fact that whereas under the | equivalent of the rent allowance. 
Irish law an Irish policeman some- | 
times got as much as £1,000 out of | 
the public rates for injuries received in| *Mr. RITCHIE: I do not know the 
arresting a drunken man, the Metro-| particulars to which the hon. Member 
politan Police were entitled to no such | refers, but this I do know, that the 
compensation. pensions were regulated by the Police 

| Order of 1864. That Order has been 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I believe that is|C#tTied out ever since, and the police 
q_ know perfectly well the conditions under 
which they serve, so far as special allow- 
| ances for special services are concerned. 

I repeat that I consider the pension 


res ee allowances most adequate, and I cannot 
Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE asked | advise that, at the cost of the ratepayers 


whether it was not the case that in many | __for that is what it comes to—thev 
instances the Home Office had sanctioned | gp, ould be increased ; 


the grant of pensions based on allowances! _,, \ ; — 
of a fixed and permanent character in | Che hon. Member for Warrington has 


the country forces which had not been referred to what he described Soggy the 
part of the ordinary pay. “filthy state” of Holloway Prison. I 
have seen in the newspaper a description 
*Me. RITCHIE: Anv —r" similar to that which he gave, but I have 
oe Jia ANY power wit not yet had an opportunity of inquiring 
the Home Office has in regard to the} into'the matter. I certainly will inquire 
matter in the country is of an extremely | into jt without delay. If such an evil 
limited character. If the country forces | exists, it ought to be remedied. 
are under a different arrangement with! yy hon. friend the Member for the 
regard to pensions it is quite right and} pomford Division spoke of the Com- 
proper that they should get the amounts | jigsioner in the City, who, he thinks, 
guaranteed to them. But no such con- | ;, quite incapable, because he appears to 
dition of things exists in the Metropolis. | aye disagreed with my hon. friend in 
There has been a distinct understanding | regard to some offence alleged to have 
since the Police Order of 1864—— been committed by my hon. friend in the 
| running of a motor-car in the City. I 
Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: | have heavy responsibilities on my shoul- 
Pardon me ; that was before the Pension | ders at the Home Office, and, having 
Act of 1890. _regard to the fact that the only duty I 
| have in connection with the Commisioner 
*Mr. RITCHIE: That does not make|in the City is to submit his name for 
any difference. The whole matter was | approval, I can hardly be brought to 
settled in 1864, and the conditions have | book because my hon. friend and the 
in no way changed since that time. It | Commissioner had a disagreement of the 


| . . 
was then laid down that the pensions of | kind to w hich I have referred. 


the police were to be based on their pay,|~ In regard to the question of hooli- 
from which the superannuation allow-| ganism, I agree that in many cases the 


2°Bj2 


under a special Act of Parliament, an 
I do not see what it has to do with the 
question of pay and allowances. 
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magistrates are apt to let these young 
ruffians off much too cheaply. But | 
think that that which is called ‘“ hooli- 
ganism ”’ has been somewhat exaggerated 
In some minds everything which occurs 
at a street corner is put down as hooli- 
ganism. That it does exist to some extent 
is no doubt true, and the police have 
been instructed that when it is at all 
possible for them to do it they should 
proceed rather by indictment than by 
bringing these gentry before the magis- 
trates. In more than one case that 
principle has been acted upon with most 
salutary results. 

Then I come to the question of the 
appointment of inspectors in Wales. I 
am afraid I cannot go much further than | 
I went when questions were addressed 
to me on the subject. The Silene of the 
matter is plain and simple. For a long 
time past it has been considered desirable | 
that as opportunities occur the districts 
should be 
being too large, and others too small, 
some inspectors having too much to do, 


and others not enough. When Mr. ! 
Foster vacated his position the oppor- 


tunity was taken to rearrange the dis- 
trict. The hon. Member for East Den- 
bighshire says that in this rearrangement 
we made a new appointment. That is 
not so. Mr. Hall’s district has been 


changed, and he has become the inspector | 


of the district that Mr. Foster vacated, 
with a portion of another. 
true that in any new appointment we 
should be bound under the Act to con- 
sider whether there was a Welsh-speaking 
gentleman as efficient as any other who 
might be appointed, and, if we consider 
there was such a gentleman available, 
he should have the preference. 


Mr. MOSS: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman suggest that Mr. ‘Hall was 
already an inspector under the Metal- 
liferous Mines Act or the Quarries Act. 
1894 ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly. Ifthe hon. 
Member reads the Act he will see that Mr. 
Hall was available. There was no new 
appointment. Even if there had been 


a new inspector appointed, there was no 


available Welshman who could for a 


Myr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 


| which the hon. 


It is quite | 
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moment be compared with Mr. Hall in 
point of qualifications. Therefore, if 
I had had to judge between the suff- 
ciency and the etticiency of the various 
persons available, I should have been 
bound to say, having regard to the terms 
of the Act, that it was my duty to appoint 
Mr. Hall, as being by far the best 
man available. I am anxious to regard 
most strictly the Act of Parliament to 
Member refers. There 
are a considerable number of sub 
inspectors who do speak Welsh, and | 
should be glad if an opportunity pre- 
sented itself, if there was a person avail- 
jable who could speak Welsh and who 
' was as fully qualified as any other, to 
recommend the appointment of that 
person. But that state of things has 
not arisen. If it does arise, hon. Members 
may depend upon me not to ignore the 
responsibility which the Act of Parlia- 
ment places upon my shoulders. 


Service Estimates. 


rearranged—some of them | 


Mr. MOSS: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman suggest that Mr. Hall—I am 
not speaking of his qualifications at all 
|—has had any experience under the 

Metalliferous Mines Act or the Quarries 
Act ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I adhere to the words 
I have used. For the position to which 
| Mr. Hall was appointed he was by far the 
best man available. The hon. Member 
for the Arfon Division has asked me 
whether I would endeavour to alter the 
law, so as to give me the same respons 
bility with regard to the managers of 
metalliferous mines as to the managers 
of coal mines. He quoted the quarry 
| dispute in Wales, and said that if those 
mines had been under the same rule as 
applies to coal mines, it would not have 
been possible to appoint the present 
manager. Whether that is so or not 
I do not know, but the hon. Member has 
stated that my predecessor gave an under- 
taking to prepare, if, indeed, he had not 
| already prepared—— 
\ 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES said that in 
August, 1899, it was stated in debate on 
the Home Office Vote by the right hon. 
Gentleman's predecessor that there was 
pamneny prepared at the Home Office a 
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draft Bill to amend the Metalliferous 
Mines Act, with a view to having certi- 
ficated managers similar to those under 


the Coal Mines Acts. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: There are many 


pigeon holes at the Home Office, and 
there are many Bills in those pigeon | 


holes, which I confess I have not yet 


thoroughly explored, but I will look into | 
the matter to which the hon. Member | 
The hon. Member for the Cam- | 


refers. 
borne Division has brought forward an 
unpleasant topic in as pleasant a way, | 
think, as could be done. He has given 
us a description of what Iam sure ail of us 
must agree in thinking are exhibitions 


of the utmost indeeency—exhibitions | 


which all of us believe would have the 


{5 Avcust 1901} 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I am afraid I forgot 
about Coventry Street, or I should cer- 
tainly have gone there instead of going 
|to Hampstead, which is a long way off. 
| But I wanted particularly to see the Vale 
| of Health, because I understood the 
| description handed to me was of the 
pictures to be seen there. I found abso- 
lutely nothing there to complain of. The 
hon. Member for Hampstead said the 
objectionable pictures in the Vale of 
Health were removed long ago. Even if 
that be the case, the statements of the 
hon. Member for the Camborne Division 
are of much too serious a character for 
me to pass over lightly. I can assure 
him that I shall put myself in communi- 
cation with the proper authorities and 
endeavour to ascertain whether, if these 
exhibitions continue, they can be pro- 
perly dealt with in the interest of public 
morality and decency. 


worst effect on people who are attracted | 


by them. We all desire to do what we 


can to suppress these disgusting exhibi- | 


tions, and, if possible, to punish those who 
exhibit these things. The hon. Member 
when he previously referred to the matter 


invited me to try to find time to see these | 


things for myself. He referred me to the 


Strand. 


nothing. I spent the best part of this 
Bank Holiday in trying to find these 
things in the Vale of Health, and al- 
though I saw many of these little picture 
boxes, surrounded by people, and spent 
several pennies, I did not see a single 
thing that 1 could object to. 
chiefly pictures of public buildings, and 


oceasionally a picture of a ballroom and | 


ballet pictures, which did not shock me 
in the least. I mention this because the 
hon. Member for St. Pancras gave m> 
an awful! description of what could be 
found in the Vale of Health. 


Mr. MOON said that all the pictures 
were not alleged to be in the Vale of 
Health. They were seen by a clergy- 
man who lived at Hampstead, but some 
of them were at seaside resorts. 


Mr. CAINE reminded the right hon. 
Gentleman that he had referred him to 
Coventry Street, which was only two 
minutes walk from the Home Office. 


They were | 


Mr. CAINE suggested that the right 
| hon. Gentleman should invite the chair- 
men of the two companies to see him 
about the matter, and, if possible, get 
them to suppress the pictures in their 
exhibitions. 


I paraded up and down the. 
Strand one whole afternoon, and detected | 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I must consider what 
will be the best method to adopt. With 
regard to the housing of the working 
‘classes, no question of greater import- 
ance could be brought before the atten- 
tion of Parliament. The evils connected 
with overcrowding are too well known, 
‘and are of too glaring a character to 
admit of the smallest doubt. All of us 
would gladly join in some effort to miti- 
gate, to however small an extent, those 


evils. But the matter is one of profound 
difficulty. I have long taken a deep 


‘interest in this matter, not only as 
President of the Local Government 
Board in 1888 and 1890-1, when I intro- 
duced legislation dealing with the subject, 
but also as a member of the Guinness 


!'Trust, of which for some time I was 


chairman. I have seen the good work 
done by that body, and the example it set 
has been followed by various local autho- 
rities throughout the country. Our 
original idea was to demonstrate that 
| houses could be provided at low rents 
| without involving any charge upon the 
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rates. That is a task which I think 
we may fairly claim to have accom- 
plished. None of the people housed 
in our dwellings earn, I believe, more 
than 20s. or 21s. a week, and out of the 
rent we put aside money for a sinking 
fund and to pay the interest on the 
outlay. We have adopted the principle 
of endeavouring to build the houses to 
suit the class we desire to house. We 
understood that these poor people lived 


in small, uncomfortable, insanitary dwell- | 


ings, and we thought it was desirable 
to give them comparatively small but 
sanitary houses at a rent they were able 
to pay, and we have accomplished that 
object. I agree that the matter has 
passed beyond the power of private enter- 
prise to deal with. The assistance of the 
local authorities must be brought in if 
anything adequate is to be done. Even 
then there will probably be great difficulty 
in keeping pace with the increasing 
demand for houses of that kind year by 
year. Hon. Members have referred to 
certain points which, if attended to, they 
think would assist in the solution of this 
problem. An extended period for repay- 
ment has been suggested. I have ex- 
pressed my views on this subject. I have 
said it is a matter which deserves con- 
sideration. I agree with everything 
that has been said as to the desirability 


of giving greater facilities to local autho- | 
rities in regard to borrowing, but the | 


amount of local debt is now so enormous 
that I am sure all will agree that every 
precaution consistent with the proper 
carrying out of the duty of the autho- 
rities should be taken to prevent that 
debt becoming unduly great. I know 
that the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board, with whom this matter rests | 


much more than with me, is carefully 
considering the matter and obtaining 
information on specific points from all 
the local authorities throughout the 
country. He has indicated in unmis- 
takable terms that he hopes to be able 
at no remote period to introduce legis- 
lation dealing with the subject. When 
I was at the Home Office there was a 


considerable difference of opinion be- | were Scotsmen. 


tween myself and the then Home Secre- 
tary as to who was entitled to introduce 
legislation cn this matter, and I stub- 
bornly contended that it was the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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The matter was referred to Mr. W. H. 
Smith, who pronounced in favour of the 
Local Government Board. Therefore, 
however much I might wish to have 
another hand in legislation of that kind, 
I am afraid my action on that occasion 
entirely prevents me putting forward 
any claim to such participation. But I 
know hon. Members have entire con- 
fidence in my right hon. friend, and that 
he will bring forward a Bill by which 
he will endeavour to deal with the ques- 
| tion in a manner as satisfactory as pos- 
sible. Reference has also been made to 
Home Office regulations, and certain 
modifications have been suggested. | 
have considered whether any modifica- 
tions might be made in the requirements 
of the Heme Office, and I now propose 
to take advice on the subject. If I can 
see my way in any degree to meet the 
wishes which have been expressed 
to-night, and still secure the efficiency 
we all desire, I need hardly say it will give 
me great pleasure to do so. I think I 
have now dealt with all the topics which 
have been raised, and I hope that without 
prolonged discussion we may be allowed 
to take the vote. 


ervice Estimates. 





Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said the 
question of the oil used in the lamps 
of poor people was one of great import- 
ance, and should not be overlooked. 
The Home Secretary was not doing his 
duty unless he had these oils tested in 
order that the poor people might be sure 
they were receiving a proper article 
Certainly the traders would not see to 
that point. The duty of the trader was 
to sell the oil, but it was the duty of the 
| Home Office to see that the proper stuff 
| was supplied. Many valuable lives had 
| been lost owing to the use of inferior oil 
| and bad lamps, and he hoped the right 
|hon Gentleman would give the matter 
| his serious attention. The hon. Member 
| then complained that practically all the 
| gentlemen who examined Irish candidates 
| for appointments under the Home Office 
He urged that. at least 
one of the examiners should be an 
Irishmen. He also referred to the fact 
that, while the fines obtained under the 
Explosives Act during the year amounted 
to only £31, the cost of obtaining thos 
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fines amounted to £349. If a couple of | men who had lost their lives naturally 
Irish removables were brought over | wanted to be represented at the inquiry, 
there was not the slightest doubt the loss | and instructed a solicitor to appear for 
on such prosecutions could be brought | them, but the solicitor was not allowed 
to an end, and Ireland would be glad to| to address the court of inquiry. That 
spare the magistrates for such a purpose. | had caused a great deal of dissatisfaction, 
and a number of the relatives had com- 
Sm J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, plained bitterly to him about the matter. 
N.E.) said it was a great injustice that | When questioned on the subject, the right 
when ex-soldiers joined the police force hon. the Home Secretary said that he 
their service in the Army was not counted did not desire to offer an opinion, but so 
towards their pensions. Men who joined far as he knew the court had the power to 
the police force after serving in some refuse to hear a representative of the 
other branch of the Civil Service were Persons drowned. He wanted to know 
not placed under that disqualification, \if that was the law, and whether the 
and in every part of the country ex- right hon. _Gentleman considered it 
soldiers who served in the police felt it | desirable or fair that these people should 
was a hardship that their service with | be denied a hearing at the inquiry, and 
the colours did not count. He should | Whether he could not bring influence to 
have thought that men who had learnt | bear that in future representatives of the 
discipline and obedience in the Army drowned people in the loss of a ship might 
were particularly suited for the police be heard at the court of inquiry. 
force. At all events, at a time when 
recruits were wanted for the Army. it| *MR. RITCHIE said that he had nothing 
was very curious that so great an induce- | to add to the reply which he had 
ment as the assurance that their time formally given. The court of inquiry 
with the colours would count towards | W#s held for the purpose of having any 
a pension if they afterwards joined the light possible thrown on the cause of the 
police should be withheld. Doubtless | loss of the ship and the loss of life, and 
there were difficulties in the matter, he was quite sure that the court would 
but he believed they could easily be got | receive any evidence which might eluci- 
over. The matter deserved the attention | date all the facts of the case. But. he had 
of the Government, and he hoped the | "0 power to order any court of inquiry 
grievance would be remedied. to hear any particular person. As to 
lady inspectors for Ireland, these lady 
inspectors were not allocated to particular 
posts. They were mainly resident in 
London, and were available to be sent 
wherever their services might be required. 
The system had worked hitherto very 
well. Of course, as the hon. Gentleman 
was aware, the appointment of lady 
inspectors was of comparative recent 
origin, and they had been increased from 
two to seven. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) called attention to the Factory 
Acts as administered in Ireland. Satis- | 
faction was not felt in Ireland as to the 
way the Factory Act was enforced there, 
especially in Dublin. The Irish Trade 
Union Congress had, at its meeting in 
Sligo, passed resolutions urging the 
Government to insist on the Act being 
more adequately carried out, and to 
Ee actary inspectot in| Mr. NANNETTI said that his com- 
F eA: . ~~ plaint was that the Factory Act was not 
ppointed. 


working satisfactorily in lreland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare.) *Mr. RITCHIE said that if there was 
E.) thought that the appointment of a | dissatisfaction on that account in Ireland 
female factory inspector in Ireland was that might be a valid reason for increas- 
well worthy of attention. A Board of ing the number of lady inspectors 
Trade inquiry had been held in reference | generally. He could not undertake to 
to the loss of a ship off the Irish coast last say that a lady inspector would be 
December, when thirty-three persons | specially appointed to reside in Ireland, 
were drowned. The relatives of these | but the question of the strength of the 
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staff would be reconsidered when the 
Factory Bill of the present session became 
law. 


Supply—Civil 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. DALY said he wished to call 
attention to the number of temporary 
messengers and boy messengers at the 
Home Office. It seemed to him that 
money was spent in the wrong direction 
and that every member and every hanger- 
on of the Government wanted to take 
as much money as they could out of the 
unfortunate taxpayers; and that the 
expenditure was increasing by leaps and 
bounds. 


Question put. and agreed te 


Crass I. 


2. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£22,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1902, for the 
Houses of Parliament Buildings.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that 
several hon. Members had put down 
on the Paper Amendments for the redue- 
tion of this Vote, for the purpose of raising 
the question of increased accommodation 
in the House. Even in these days of 
heavy taxation, when they were called 
upon to vote 150 millions for carrying 
on the war in South Africa, seven and a 
half millions for civil administration in 
the Transvaal, and many millions for 
Uganda, the least the Government might 
be expected to do was to make this House 
tolerably comfortable, seeing that they 
so frequently kept Members up half the 
night, and sometimes, as on Friday, the 
whole night. He did not want luxury 
of any kind in the House of Commons, 
but he thought they were entitled to 
have the conditions under which they 
were compelled to live there made as 
little insanitary and deadly as possible. 
They heard a great deal of insanitary 
dwellings, but the House of Commons 
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| find anywhere except in the very purlieus 
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of the city. The atmosphere of the rooms 
upstairs was absolutely poisonous, and 
the same might be said of the smoking- 
room and the dining-room. He was 
informed by the Kitchen Committee, too, 
that the accommodation provided for the 
servants would be a positive disgrace to 
any private house. ‘The accommodation 
was utterly inadequate for their work ; 
the servants were compelled to stand 
between two gigantic fires, and it was no 
wonder that the cooking of the food was 
shamefully bad. He did not find fault 
with the servants, but the best food in 
the world would be spoiled unless they 
were provided with proper accommoda- 
tion for its preparation. He would be 
glad to hear from the First Commissioner 
of Works a statement as to the steps he 
proposed to take to improve the ventila- 
tion and increase the accommodation in 
the House. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said he 
wished to join in the representation of 
his hon. friend as to the lack of proper 
accommodation for hon. Members who 
had to spend their time in the [House 
and who had not the privilege of a pair. 
On many oceasions the food was badly 
cooked, and the ventilation was wretched. 
He concurred with the hon. Member for 
East Mayo in regretting that better 
accommodation was not provided for 
Members of the House, and he hoped 
that the First Commissioner of Works 
would now be able to announce that the 
structural alterations recommended by 
the Committee would be carried into 
effect. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said the 
arrangements for the accommodation of 
Members of the House were very defee- 
tive. The Committee who inquired into 
this matter had recommended various 
alterations which, if carried out, would 
be of the greatest possible benefit, and he 
sincerely hoped that these recommenda- 
tions, which were approved by the First 
Commissioner of Works, and made 
‘unanimously by the Committee, would 
be carried into effect as quickly as 
| possible. The kitchen of the House was 

in a perfectly intolerable state; the 
| dining-room accommodation was per 


was as insanitary a dwelling as they could | fectly inadequate, and the smoking: 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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room accommodation was even worse. 
A gentleman from the Board of Works 
told him that it would be impossible to 


Supply—Civil 


ventilate the smoking-room satisfactorily | 


if it was to be occupied by more than 
forty people at a time. It was seldom 
that it did not contain eighty. The cost 
of making the necessary alterations 
would be comparatively trifling, and he 
hoped the First Commissioner of Works 
would take steps to have the work done 
during the recess. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) said | 
| great crowding. 
months of the year ought at any rate to. 


Members who came there so many 


be made comfortable. He concurred 


with what had been said by previous | 


speakers as to the inadequacy of the 
accommodation. Besides the rooms 
already mentioned, there were the post 
office of the House, which was not as 
good and as healthy as a grocer’s shop in 
a country town, and the telegraph oftice, 
which he described as a den. He under- 
stood that it was so oppressive and 
trying a place in hot weather that 
the employees could only remain there 
an hour at a time. Both these places 
should be made more satisfactory and 
comfortable. He further suggested 


that improvements should be made 
in the reporters’ gallery and the 


ladies’ gallery. It was a perfect scandal 
that the grill in front of the ladies’ gallery 
should be permitted to remain. 
House of Lords ladies were accommo- 


accommodation than the present should 
be provided for them. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he understood the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Commissioner of Works 
to say the other day that the work for the 
increased accommodation in the House 
recommended by the Committee could 
not be commenced until an Estimate had | 
been put before the House and approved 
of next year. That would involve two 
years delay, which he thought would 
be a great misfortune. He thought the 
House would agree that the improve- 
ments recommended by the Committee 
should be carried out at once. There 
were precedents for this. Only the other 
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' | telegraphists. 
night they had discussed a Vote of two | 
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| millions for the Pacific Cable, the con- 
tract of which had been entered into 
before the Vote was passed. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would, seeing 
the House generally was in favour of 
the increased accommodation, see that 
the work was undertaken at once. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Doua.as, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) said he quite agreed that 


ithe accommodation for Members was 


very defective, and that in four or five 
Departments of the House there was 
There was only dining 
accommodation for 140 Members, yet 
one night recently as many as 300 Mem- 
bers had to obtain their dinners in the 
building. The accommodation in the 
smoking-room was equally deficient, and 
in the winter months it was often quite 
impossible to obtain a seat after waiting 
for hours. He was very anxious indeed 
to see these things remedied, but it was 
even more necessary to improve the 
apartments in which the officials of the 
House worked. The conditions under 
which the telegraph operators and the 
messengers worked he thought was a 
scandal. There was a strong feeling in 
the House that too much was done for 
the guests and not enough for working 
members of the House. When the exist- 
ing accommodation was provided, and 


ladies were permitted to dine downstairs, 
In the | 


it was not intended that Members should 


| . . ° - . 

| give dinners for fourteen and sixteen 
dated in the side galleries, and he thought | 
that in the House of Commons better | 


people constantly during the session, and 
crowd out those who wished to use the 
House for business purposes. He would 
endeavour to see whether, without wait- 
ing for a Vote next year, that portion of 
the Report relating to the proper pro- 
vision for the working members and the 
officials of the House could be under- 
taken this year. He could not give any 
stronger pledge than that. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND thought 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was satisfactory enough as far as it 
went; and he hoped that during the 
recess he would be able to carry out that 
portion of the Report for the improved 
accommodation for Members in the 
smoking and dining-rooms, and for the 

He hoped also that the 
Gentleman would secure 


right hon. 
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proper accommodation for the messen- 
gers of the House, who had nowhere to 
go to for refreshment or meals. The 
First Commissioner of Works had said 
that he hoped to do certain things, but 
the Committee, before allowing the Vote, 
should get a proper understanding of 
what would be done. 


Supply—Ciwil 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market) said the Committee who inquired 
into the matter were shocked by the evi- 
dence they got as to the insanitary condi- 
tion of the committee-rooms upstairs. 
He hoped something would be done to 
remedy that. 


Mr. DILLON said the Committee- 
rooms were absolutely poisonous. The 
windows would not open at the top, and 


when they were open at the bottom | 


Members immediately shut them because 
they complained of the draught. He 
suggested that the windows should be so 
arranged that they could be opened at 
the top. By this means the ventilation 
could be greatly improved. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said the statement of the First Com- 
missioner of Works was satisfactory so 
far as it went, but he was sorry that it did 
not go a little bit further. He urged 
that something should be done to 
improve the ladies’ gallery, which was 
a most abominable place. The accom- 
modation was atrocious, and there was no 
ventilation at all. He did not see that 
any great harm would ensue if the 
grill were taken away. He was sure a| 
majority of the Members of the House | 
would be in favour of an alteration in | 
that direction. | 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
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holstered chamber of the House of Lords, 
The expense of fitting up the Royal 
Gallery had been incurred at the instance 
| of the Lord Great Chamberlain without 
in the slightest degree consulting the 
representatives of the people about it, 
He wanted to know what became of the 
| benches, the green cloth, and the canopy 
| provided for the occasion. Under an 
old system the Lord Great Chamberlain 
could claim these as his perquisites. He 
believed that officer did claim them. He 
was anxious to know how much money 
| had been spent on red tape and green 
‘cloth for this semi-judicial procedure, 
| for it seemed to him there had been a 
| reckless disregard of the people’s money. 





| Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he was 
/not responsible for the expenditure on 
the preparation of the Royal Gallery 
for the trial. His instructions had been 
‘received from the Committee in the 
| House of Lords, presided over by the 
_ Lord Chancellor. The court had been 
| prepared in a suitable way, and no 
| extravagant expenditure had been in- 
|eurred. The original estimate of £350 
| for that purpose had proved to be more 
'than was necessary. The actual cost of 
the trial was £210, of which £140 was 
‘for furniture, and £70 for structural 


| . . . 
| alterations. The fittings were now in 


| his charge. 


| 


| Question put, and agreed to. 
| Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS (REMISSION OF 
DEBTS). 


Resolution reported :— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the 
‘remission of certain debts due to 





ley) suggested that doors should be | the Public Works Loan Commissioners, 
added behind the gangways to facilitate | the Commissioners of Public Works in 
egress to the “ Aye’ and the “No’’| Ireland, and certain fees incurred by 
lobbies. the unions of Swineford and Belmullet, 
|in the county of Mayo, in pursuance 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.)| of any Act of the present session 
called attention to the fitting up of the) relating to Local Loans.” 
Royal Gallery for the trial of Earl 
Russell. He understood that the cost 
of the work was £350. This was o 
senseless, wanton, and profligate waste amount of the loan for the harbour of 
of public money. The trial might have| Eyemouth, a loan which he submitted 
been held in the magnificently up-| had been made with great carelessness. 


Mr. William Redmond. 


Mz. O’MARA moved that the amount 
be reduced by the sum of £23,250, the 
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Mr. FLAVIN beseeched the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to give a more 
generous treatment to Ireland in regard 
to these loans. The same treatment 
ought to be meted out to Ireland as 
had been given to Scotland. He should 
like to know why there should not be a 
remission of that rate of interest repre- 
senting 60 per cent. per annum. 

*Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I ex- 
plained when this resolution was con- 
sidered in Committee the circumstances 
of the loan to the harbour commissioners. 
I did not conceal from the Committee 
that I thought the interest on that loan 
very unsatisfactory, and it is indeed 
perfectly evident that the security on 
which it was advanced was altogether 
insufficient, but | submit that what the 
House has now to consider is what is the 
best course to take some fifteen or six- 
teen years after the loan was made. In 
the face of the facts which now present 
themselves for our consideration, it is 
perfectly evident that in its present con- 
dition this harbour cannot remain. It 
has failed to realise the expectations of 
those who earried it out, and on which 
the Loans Commissioners sanctioned the 
loan. The income is very much 
than was expected, and in addition to 
that even with the present revenue no 
one can be found to advance any money 
for fresh purposes so long as this loan 
stands in the way. Under these cir- 
cumstances we have not accepted the 
proposal made to us. We were in danger 
of having the harbour thrown on our 
hands and we did not think we could 
make it successful. We were asked to 
accept an offer of a sum down on con- 
dition that the harbour commissioners 
would be relieved of the rest of the loan. 
The hon. Gentleman complains that in 
this matter we are treating Ireland un- 
fairly as compared with England. Eye- 
mouth harbour is in Scotland, and not in 
Ireland. Something was said about 
this in Committee, and I have taken 
the trouble to see how much has been 
written off on loans during the past 
five years previous to this. During 
these five years nothing has been 


less 


written off on account of English loans. 
The sum of £4,241 has been written off 
lor Scotch loans, and against that the 








{5 Avucust 1901} 





(Remission of Debts). 1342 


sum of £86,518 has been written off for 
Irish loans. 

COLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) asked 
when the loans for the £86,000 were 
granted. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The sum was contracted at different 
times. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Are they torty or fifty 
years old ? 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the hon. Gentleman wishes to know 
when the principal sums were contracted 
I will get the information for him, but 
it does not appear to me to be important. 
The fact is that during the past five years 
Ireland has received remissions of no less 
than £86,000 against £4,200 in Scotland. 
I think Irish gentlemen will see that 
Ireland has not come off worse than cther 
parts of the United Kingdom in this 
respect. The hon. Member for North 
Kerry referred to a matter which is not 
contained in this Bill at all. It was settled, 
I think, before I came to the Treasury. 
It is the duty of the Treasury in all cases 
where it can to secure the taxpayer. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman say that the Treasury in 
charging a rate of 60 per cent. is giving 
fair treatment ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I was not aware that 
the matter referred to was not contained 
in the Bill now before the House. It is 
not in order to discuss it. 


CoLoNeL NOLAN said the Irish loans 
which had been referred to as having 
been written off were contracted sixty 
or eighty years ago in times of jobbery. 
He complained of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer or the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury saying that debts had been written 
off, when, as a general rule, it would be 
found that these were gross jobs for 
which the Irish people were in no way 
responsible. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the Irish 
Members did not object to the debts for 
Swinford and Belmullet being cancelled, 
but they objected to the resolution which 
was brought forward a few days ago 
being drawn in such a way as to make no 
mentionof Eyemouth, Scotland, inrespect 
of which there was also to be a remission. 
It was not the proper way to treat the 
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House. 
missions for Swinford and Belmullet 
were in respect of interest. He thought 
the Secretary to the Treasury might 
show a little more of the spirit of gene- 
rosity. 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, | 
Bristol, W.): | can assure the hon. 


Member that there was no desire what- 
ever to be unfair to Ireland in the 
form of the resolution. If it did 
not clearly express that, the larger 
portion of the debt was for interest. 
I can only express my regret, and say 
that care will be taken that it shall not 
happen again. I do not know the facts 
of the case referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Kerry, but if he will bring 
them before me I will look into the 
matter. 


Mr. FLAVIN: [ shall gladly comply 
with the request of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 


Resolution agreed to. 


LOAN BILL. 
[THIRD READING. } 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
since the Bill had been last before the 
House certain developments had taken 
place which had given rise to serious 
considerations, and he thought the First 
Lord of the Treasury should consent to 
the adjournment of the debate. [Cries 
of “ No, no.” |] In any case, if the last 
stage of the Bill was to be taken it would 
not be without the emphatic protest of 
Members on that side of the House. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer ought 
to be able to explain to the House the 
exact position as to the Loan and how 
long he would be able, with the Loan, to 
carry onthe war. He knew there was an 


idea abroad that this Bill would cover all , 


the demands of the Government for the 
war, but he did not believe that. Two 
years ago they were told that the war 
was to cost ten millions; then it was 
said that thirteen millions more would 


be sufficient to complete the campaign ; | 
but, so faras could be ascertained, no less | 


Mr. Flynn. 


{COMMONS} 


The greater portion of the re- {than 147 millions had been spent on the 


Bill. 1344 


war. They were told that the present 
cost of the war was between a million and 
a quarter and a million and a half per 
week, and if that were so he would like to 
know how the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was going to get on for money 
if the war lasted three months longer. 
Would it be necessary for him to call 
Parliament together in order to make 
fresh provision for the war? So far as 


| he was personally concerned he objected 


to spending a single penny on the war, 
and he renewed at this final stage of the 
Bill his protest against the war expendi- 
ture and the method by which it was 
being paid for. It was all very well for 
the Government and their supporters to 
go to the constituencies and wave flags, 
but it was dishonest to carry on this war 
at the expense of future generations. 
The people who shouted for the war 
ought to pay the cost at present. From 
first to last, and all the time, he had pro- 
tested against the war, as the cost of it 
would bear heavily on the Irish people. 
There was not in Ireland the slightest 
glimmer of hope or expectation that they 
were going to get any return for their 
expenditure on the war; while a very 
considerable proportion of the money 
would be spent in England, which would 
go in wages to some extent. Of course 
it was not from that material point of 
view that they in Ireland protested 
against this expenditure. The vast 
majority of the people in that country 
had over and over again opposed the 
war by every means in their power as a 
hateful war, and it was an unreasonable 
and unjust thing to make them pay for it. 
The ruffianism which had _ necessitated 
this expenditure had been displayed 
not by the men who were defending their 
country and their homes, but by the 
men who were carrying out the orders 
and the policy of the Colonial Secretary 
by burning houses, destroying property, 
and imprisoning the wives and families 
of the Dutchmen who were fighting for 
their liberty. Outside of England and 
Scotland there was no portion of the 
civilised globe where the action of the 
Irish Members in opposing the war was 
not approved. The Colonial Secretary. 
in the speech which he delivered on 
Friday, indulged in certain sneers and 
gibes at the Irish Members of Parliament 
when he said that their action was 
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prompted probably by the recollection of | 
the palmy days of the Land League. In 
the palmy days of the Land League the 
Colonial Secretary was apparently a 
friend, and certainly a suppliant for 
favour at the hands of that League. If 
there had been any change it had not 
been in the ranks of the Irish Members 
or their constituencies in Ireland, but in 
the attitude of the Colonial Secretary, 
who commenced by denouncing this 
war. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is not relevant, | 
and moreover the hon. Member is answer- 
ing a speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary which was de- | 
livered in the present session, but not 
upon this Bill. | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
would not pursue that line of argument | 
further than to say that the speech to 
which he alluded furnished him with an 
additional reason why he took this oppor- 
tunity to reassert his position on the 
Loans Bill and everything connected 
with it as being calculated to continue the 
war in South Africa. When in future 
days the will of the country and the tone 
of this House would be different, when 
these troubled times had passed into 
history, he believed it would be placed 
to the credit of the Irish nation and 
their representatives, that they opposed 
this war in the same way as the Irish 
nation opposed the unjustifiable attack 
upon American liberty. There were no 
better friends of that liberty then than 
the Irish nation, and no Minister who 
spoke more for it than the man who was 
now honoured by every politician in this 
country—Edmund Burke. 


Mr. DILLON said the Nationalist | 
Members could not allow this Bill to pass 
its last stage without registering one 
more vote against it. He adhered to 
the view which he expressed in Com- 
mittee that this was a very vicious 
way of carrying on the finance of the 
country, and that it was entirely unpre- 
cedented. The Report of the Public 
Accounts Committee which had just been 
issued contained a paragraph depre- 
cating the system of making payments 
simply with the sanction of the Treasury. | 
While the Committee acknowledged that 
certain payments which were referred } 
to in the Report were necessary under | 
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existing circumstances, they considered 
that they should not be made in future 
without the sanction of Parliament. 
That was not a mere question of Supply. 
It was the question of the relation of the 
Treasury to the great spending depart- 
ments of the State. As far back as 1894 
the Public Accounts Committee had pro- 
tested against the War Office spending 
money without the sanction of Parlia- 
ment and against the Treasury accepting 
the statement of the Secretary of State 
for War as a sufficient voucher. 

*Mr. SPEAKER said that the examina~ 


tion of particular cases was not relevant 
to this Bill. 


Mr. DILLON said he would bring the 
Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee before the House on the Appro- 
priation Bill, or the Treasury Vote when 


‘it next came before them. 


Mr. O’MARA said he was glad to see 
from the Statist that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would be able to get a 
better price for the loan than 932 per 
cent., which he obtained last time. He 
trusted that the right hon. Gentleman 
would not have to go to other countries 
for additional money to finance the busi- 
ness of the Empére. It was a thing 
without precedent for a British Chan- 
cellor to issue a loan through a foreign 
nation as the right hon. Gentleman did 
with regard to a portion of a recent loan. 


/He regretted to hear that the Colonial 
{ Secretary wanted to carry on the war 


with more severe measures. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it was not in 


order on this Bill to refer to the speech 


of the Colonial Secretary. 


Mr. O’MARA said he hoped that Cape 
Colony would not be devastated, and 
that no portion of the money now to be 
raised would be required to repair the 
depredations and plundering of the 
troops. He thought the Government 
were pursuing the right policy in bring- 
ing back the troops, and he trusted that 
all of them would be brought home as 
soon as possible, and that the Boers would 
be left to carry on their business in peace 
and quietness. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 52. (Division List No. 409.) 


118 > 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexande1 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r) 
salfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
dalfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | 


Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3ond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
3utcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C W. (Derbyshire 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 

Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore 1 

Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 

Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Crossley, Sir Savile 

Davenport, William Bromley- 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Dyke,Rt. HonSirWilliam Hart 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Claney, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William J. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Bill read the third time, 
LIGHT RAILWAYS 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
Bill withdrawn. 


LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL. 


discharged. 
ELECTRIC 


Adjournment of 


and passed. 


{COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Rbt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Foster, PhilipS.(WarwickSW. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG. R. COrmsby-(Salop 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury 


| Hambro, Charles Eric 
| Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
| Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’nd’ry 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, James (Staffords,NW. 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Johnston, Wiliiam (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsb. 
Keswick, William 

Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald W.-Erskine 
Long, RtHn Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 


NOES. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyee, Michael 
Leamy, Edmund 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Govern, T. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John. P.(GalwayN 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Md | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary N.) | 
QO’ Connor James(Wicklow,W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


BILL. 
put. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


the House. 
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Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F, 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Moss, Samuel 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Nicol, Donald) Ninian 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie, Rt HnCharlesThoms’n 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Round, James 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Whiteley,;H. (Ashton-u-Lyne) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question 


Adjourned at Two of the 
clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) 
BILL. 

The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with 

Amendments (costs awarded). 


LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [H.L.]. 
Commons’ Amendment considered, 


and agreed to. 


AND CHURCH HOPE RAIL- 
WAY BILL [H.L.]. 


HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
BOARD BILL [H.L.]. 


AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [H.L. ]. 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [H.z.]. 


Amendments considered, 


EASTON 


Commons’ 


: and agreed to. 





DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made ; Bills passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [H.1.]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [H.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
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CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [H.t.]. 
CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE 
RAILWAY BILL [1.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
ments considered and agreed to. 


LOWESTOFT CORPORATION 
[H.L. ]. 


RIPON CORPORATION BILL [#1]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


BILL 


SOUTHPORT ae BILL 
H.L. ]. 

Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to, with Amendments, and Bill referred 
to the Chairman of Committees for the 
purpose of proving the consent of the 
proprietors of the Southport Waterworks 
Company in special general meeting 
assembled to the Bill as amended by the 
Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2677. Portugal (Madeira). 
No. 2678. South Italy (Supplemen- 
tary). 
No. 2679. Italy (Lecce). 


CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND 
BEQUESTS (IRELAND). 
Fifty-sixth Annual Report of the Com- 
missioners. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 To 1895. 

Order in Council of 15th June, 1901, 
giving effect to the Anglo-Servian Ex- 
tradition Treaty of 6th December, 1900. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PURCHASE 

OF LAND (IRELAND) ACT, 1891). 
Return of advances under the Act 
during the year ended the 31st March, 
1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 34% (according to Order), and 





Amendments agreed to. 
VOL. XCVIII. 


[FourtTH SEntEs.] 


passed. 
3 C 











1351 China—Present 
MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 34 on Thursday next. 


LOAN BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
to be printed; and to be read 2% on 
Thursday next. (The Lord Privy Seal, 
M. Salisbury.) (No. 186.) 


CHINA—PRESENT POSITION—ANGLO- 
GERMAN AGREEMENT, ETC. 
*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I rise to 
ask the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he can 
give the House any further information 
as to affairsin China. It is very desirable 
before Parliament separates that we 
should hear from the noble Marquess the 
position in which this country and its 
allies in the Concert of Europe stand in 
regard to China. This is the third time 
I have asked my noble friend questions 
on this matter, but the importance of 
China must be my excuse. As far as I 
know, there is nothing absolutely or 
strikingly new in what has been told us 
by the public press during the last few 
weeks, but at the same time events are 
proceeding, and important changes may 
have taken place in regard to the different 
negotiations. The Anglo-German Agree- 
ment forms a very important part of the 
whole subject. That Agreement was an 
important factor in the negotiations 
which have been going on in China. As 
far as I can understand, that Agreement 
is divided into two parts. The first part 
relates to what is called the open door, 
and the second part relates to the terri- 
tories of China. With regard to the 
latter part, the object of both signatories 
was a self-denying ordinance with regard 
to China—a declaration that neither had 
any intention of acquiring further terri- 
tory there. But the first part is ex- 
ceedingly limited in its effects, because, 
as I understand it, neither Power can 
move unless it considers that its own 
interests are affected, and if either party 
considers that its interests are not affected, 
this part of the Agreement falls to the 
ground. That, of course, affects prin- 
cipally Manchuria, and it has been stated 


repeatedly that Germany declared clearly | 


at the outset of the negotiations that 


{LORDS} 


| Manchuria 
corners of the Agreement. 
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was not within the four 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Satis 
BuRY): Where did the noble Lord get 
that from ? 


*EarL SPENCER: I have heard it 
stated more than once that Germany did 
not regard Manchuria as being within 
the Agreement. 


THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: 


| Many things are stated. 


*Eart SPENCER : Well, I shall be glad 
to hear that it is not so. The noble 
Marquess will correct me if I am wrong. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
do not think that it is competent for the 
noble Earl to state things of which he 
has no proof on the ground that it will 
procure either an affirmation or a contra- 
diction from us. That is hardly correct, 
and the words as they fell from the mouth 
of the noble Ear! do not correspond with 
any facts of which I have knowledge. 


*Ear~ SPENCER: [| am sure that I am 
right in saying that the general idea of 
the country was that this statement had 
been made by Germany ; but, of course, 
we may hear something from the noble 
Marquess on the subject. I referred to 
this point particularly in connection with 
Japan. We understand that Japan has 
agreed to come into the Anglo-German 
Agreement on the assurances which have 
been given by the contracting Powers. 
Possibly there may be an objection to 
stating what those assurances are ; but, 
if not, it would be very desirable that 
we should know them. Japan is a com- 
paratively new factor in the international 
affairs of the East. It is a Power of 
great commercial and political influence. 
Is is a Power which must be felt there as 
a growing influence. It has a strong 
army, and an even stronger navy, and is 
every day becoming more important. 
I do not, of course, say that we should 
have an offensive and defensive alliance 
with Japan if we have no such alliances 
elsewhere ; but I do say that it is of 
great importance to this country that we 
should have thoroughly good and cordial 
I shall be glad to 


| relations with Japan. 
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have any explanations as to the condi- | 
tious under which Japan has joined the 
Anglo-German Agreement. Then as to 
that part of the Agreement which refers 
to the open door. As far as I see, we do 
not give anything fresh to Germany, be- 
cause we have always advocated the 
open door; and, with regard to the 
Yang-tsze Valley, we do not claim any 
exclusive rights there. Put do we. in 
return for our Agreement, get anything | 
inShan-tung ? I think we get no advan- | 
tages at all in that part of China which | 
is dominated by Germany. I am not 
siving a word against an Agreement | 
between this country and Germany in 
the East. I hail with great pleasure 
and satisfaction the idea that we have | 
an Agreement of that sort. Whether it | 
followed up the interests of this country 
as much as it might have done I am not | 
quite sure; but even were there such +4 
clanse in the Agreement as I have re- 
ferred to, it may still have been quite | 
worth while to make such an Agreement | 
in order to get Germany to work cor- | 
dially by our side in China. | 











Rut I come to another question. as to 
which it is desirable that we should know 
how we stand, and that is the relations 
of Russia and China and the prospect of | 
Russia’s future position in Manchuria. 
That question affects in a very important 
way the treaty ports of Ta-lien-wan, close 
to Port Arthur, and of Niu-chwang. In 
the last port we have large commercia! 
interests, and the public will be glad to 
be assured that British interests have 
beet. protected and will he protected 
during the occupation of Manchuria 
by Russia. There is also the question of 
the railways, in which a large amount of 
British capital has been sunk. We shall 
be glad to know that there is no further 
trouble at Tientsin. May I express the 
hope that we shall be able to come to a 
comprehensive arrangement with Russia 
on this question? Russia has a vast 
frontier reaching from Persia, and 
touching Afghanistan, Tibet, and China 
to seas near Alaska, in North America. 
She has now advanced, whether tempo- 
rarily or not, into Manchuria, so that we 
can readily grasp what a vast Empire she 
is, and it is a matter of surprise that from 
the centre of government she is able to 
Maintain any government in those dis- 
tant places. Under ordinary cireum- 





{6 AvuausT 1901} 


Position. 1354 
stances and with most people we should 
say that an enormous territory like that 
would be a matter of weakness to any 
country which underteok to govern it. 
But it does not seem to be so with Russia, 
who seems to be going on undertaking 
fresh responsibilities in fresh districts 
far distant from the centre of her Empire. 
We cannot help admiring in some sense 
the energy and perseverance with which 
Russia does this. Ido not know whether 
the noble Marquess has attempted to 
come to any general understanding with 
Russia as to that, but I venture to think 
that there is no subject more important 
than to arrive at the making of this 
question of China a means of coming to 
some comprehensive arrangement with 
that vast Power. If we could, we should 
be advancing the interests of peace and 
civilisation all over the world. 

Now, with regard to Shanghai, we 
hear in many places criticisms of what 
has happened recently there, and the 
advent of foreign troops. Well, as far 
as I know, we have no exclusive rights 
over Shanghai. We have a very large 
influence there and great power, but we 
have nv exclusive or predominant rights 
at Shanghai to enable us to try and ex- 
clude other Powers. Shanghai is pro- 
bably one of the most interesting places 
in China. Anyone on landing will see 
most beautiful buildings, almost rivalling 
buildings that we have in this country 
and other parts of Europe. Then the 
police force seems to have been trans- 
planted from London with its familiar 
blue uniform and helmet. The Militia 
and Volunteer force there is unique in 
its character; it consists of British, 
German, and Americans (the French 
have their own separate force for their 
concession), all acting in one force with 
perfect harmony, and efficiently dis- 
charging their duties. I doubt whether 
there is in any other part of the 
world a force like it. I would like te 
know whether the international force 
still exists, and whether it is to be con- 
tinued there. I do not know whether 
the troops which have been landed are 
likely to remain, and I sineerely trust 
that the position we have always held 
in the Yang-tsze Valley, though we may 
have to compete with formidable com- 
petitors in the race for commerce, may 
still be maintained and supported in 
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every possible way by His Majesty's 
Government. J] should like to have 
information as to the negotiations going 
on with the Chinese Government, 
whether there is any prospect of the 
Emperor or Dowager Empress returning 
to Peking and establishing a Government 
that will be able to keep order in China. 
Then there is the question of what is 
being done for the defence of the Lega- 
tions, as to the withdrawal of the troops, 
and as to the indemnity. When the 
noble Marquess spoke last the indemnity 
had not been settled, but lately, I pre- 
sume, it has approached a settlement. 
I] should also like to know whether the 
Government has been successful in pre- 
venting the imposition of exorbitant 
taxation. Finally, there is the question 
of the likin, and I should like to ask 
whether anything has been done to 
relieve it in the interior of the country, 
impeding as it does all trade. I beg to 
put the question of which I have given 
notice. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I think I had 
better begin by answering, as far as 1 am 
able, the yuestion with regard to the 
present state of the negotiations at 
Peking. Iam glad to say that since I last 
addressed your Lordships on this subject, 


and particularly of late, there has been | 


comparatively rapid progress in these 
negotiations with results, which we are, 
I think, justified in regarding without 
dissatisfaction. Certainly, for a con- 


siderable time we seemed to be con-| 


fronted with something very like a 


deadlock ; and I have no doubt that if | 
anyone were to ask the representatives | 


of the Powers at Peking what that 
deadlock was due to, they would be apt 
to reply that it was attributable to the 
persistence with which the British repre- 
sentative pressed the demands which he 
had been instructed to prefer by his 
Government. While we were perfectly 
ready to meet the other Powers half-way 
upon matters of comparatively secondary 
importance, there were some points, par- 
ticularly concerning those commercial 
interests of which the noble Earl spoke, 
upon which it was impossible for us to 
make any concession. 
were two points in particular of which 
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this may be said. In the first place we 
were not prepared to allow the credit of 
this country to be used for the purpose 
of securing debts due to other Powers— 
debts in the computation of which we had 
no voice and no responsibility. The 


Positivn. 
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other point was this: we were not pre- 
| pared to be a party to any arrangement 
baer which the commerce of this 
| country would be taxed beyond the limits 
| at present laid down by our treaty rights 
| for the purpose of providing the revenues 
|necessary for the service of these in- 
|demnities. On these two points it was 
| impossible for us to give way. If we had 
| given way we should have been in the 
| position, if I :aay use a homely simile, 
}of that proverbial dog who was pro- 
| pitiated by a bite off his own tail—with 
| this additional refinement, that we should 
[have been given a very small morsel of 
| the tip of the tail, whereas the more sub- 
| stantial portions of the appendage would 
j have been otherwise distributed. Our 
| position was this: we were not prepared 
| to agree to an increase of the Imperial 
/customs duties beyond a full 5 per cent. 
/except under some arrangement which 
would secure for the trade of this country 
compensating and adequate advantages, 
| It was also, in our opinion, indispensable 
| that if any concession were made on this 
| point it should be a revokable concession. 
| It is on the cards that China may at 
some future time withdraw the com- 
| mercial advantages, in consideration of 
‘which we shall, perhaps, allow the 
| customs tariff to be increased. The only 
| way of meeting such a breach of faith 
on the part of the Chinese Government 
| would be by a corresponding withdrawal 
of the concession made upon our side. 
My Lords, if we had consented to hy- 
| pothecate these prospective increases of 
customs duty we should have been 
'a consenting party to the penalisa- 
tion of British trade without any security 
'that the advantages {which we desire 
'to obtain for that trade would be forth- 
coming, or, when forthcoming, would 
‘be maintained. I am _ glad to say 
‘that both of these difficulties have been 
| overcome, and that so far as these points 
are concerned there is a general accept- 
}ance of proposals which seem to us per- 
'fectly admissible. : 
With regard to other matters there 
| is, I think, a general agreement in regard 
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to all the points dealt with in the 
Joint Note which was communicated by 
the Powers to China at the outset of 
these negotiations. There are still one or 
two points connected with the question 
of the indemnity which are not yet dis- 
posed of, and which, in our view, require 
very careful examination; but the 
amount of the indemnity has been settled, 
the rate of interest and the sinking fund 
arrangements have been decided, and 
there is, I believe, a general agreement 
amongst the Powers as to the revenues 
which are to be ear-marked for the 
service of the bonds. There remains the 
extremely important group of questions 
to be dealt with under Article 11 of the 
Joint Note, which has reference to com- 
mercial facilities. Those are questions 
which will, of course, require some time 
to dispose of. They are questions concern- 
ing the removal of abuses connected with 
the likin system, of which the noble Earl 
spoke, and questions generally as to 
the removal of the fiscal and material 
obstructions which at present impede 
the course of trade in the Far East. 
It is a matter for consideration 
whether this group of questions might 
not be dealt with, at any rate in 
its preliminary stages, at some place 
other than Peking, and by some body 
other than the present conference. 
Whatever inquiry takes place should, I 
think, take place in close communication 
with persons representing the great com- 
mercial interests of the East; and it 
seems to my mind at least possible that 
the Powers may find it desirable to change 
the venue of the inquiry and to transfer 
it to some more convenient place than 
Peking and to some less unwieldy body 
than the present conference, which con- 
tains representatives of all the Powers, 
irrespectively of their concern in Chinese 
trade. 

We are sometimes asked—I do not 
think the noble Earl asked the question 
—why we have not seized this oppor- 
tunity in order to insist upon reforming 
the Imperial Government of China. I 
entirely recognise that that Government 
stands very greatly in need of reform, 
and that if China is ever to occupy the 
position which the number and the 
industry of her population entitle her to, 


‘she must find salvation in far-reaching 


reforms. But I am still of opinion that 
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the Powers did wisely when they decided 
not to attempt to impose such reforms 
upon the Chinese Government. The 
Chinese are a most conservative people, 
and I believe that those who know them 
best will tell you that if you were to 
impose upon them rulers or high officials 
of your choice, those rulers and those 
officials would be known to the people 
mainly as persons who had been imposed 
upon them by the foreigner, who, I am 
afraid, is a cordial object of aversion in 
the eyes of the average Chinaman, and 
that they would very likely be powerless 
for good, while the old rulers would 
still make their influence felt. The 
Chinese Government has had a very 
severe lesson, and although in future we 
may not expect a very enlightened 
policy at their hands, we may at any 
rate count on a policy more prudent 
than that which they have followed in 
the past. 

The satisfactory progress of the 
negotiations has enabled us to make 
a large reduction in the number ot 
the troops in China. In the spring 
there were in China 114,000 troops 
belonging to the different Powers, 18,000 
of whom were British troops. In the 
middle of July these numbers had fallen 
to 63,000, of whom 10,500 were British 
troops, and further reductions are in 
progress which will before long bring the 
total down to the provisional strength 
of 13,000, of whom 4,100 or thereabouts 
will be British troops. I believe the 
eventual strength of the garrison will 
probably be for the Legation guards 
about 1,800 troops of different nationali 
ties, and about 3,000 troops for the occu- 
pation of posts between Peking and the 
seaboard. 

I now come to the matter to which 
evidently the noble Earl attached very 
great importance—I mean the Anglo- 
German Agreement. I do not think the 
noble Earl exhibited it in his speech, but 
there certainly has been a tendency to 
impute to us that we have attributed 
to the Anglo-German Agreement effects 
which it certainly was never calculated 
to produce, and which we certainly did 
not expect it to produce. It is sometimes 
spoken of as though we had sought by 
that Agreement to establish for this 
country an extensive sphere of influence 
within which we were to obtain exclusive 
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or, at all events, preferential privileges. {we desire to obtain such concessions, 
No such claim has ever, in my belief, been | In addition to that, under the Anglo. 
put forward for the Anglo-German|German Agreement we have secured 
Agreement by any representative of the | for all the ports on the rivers and littoral 
oftice which I have the honour to hold. | of China, and therefore in the Yang-tsze 
But if the Anglo-German Agreement did | Valley, an open door for our com- 
not do these things, I certainly none the} merce. And, finally, under the Treaty 
less regard it—and I think the noble} of Tientsin, with which the noble Earl 
Earl regards it—as having been, so far|is familiar, we have the right to. 
as it went, a very valuable arrangement. | claim from the Chinese Government 
It enforced two great principles. The/most favoured nation treatment. [| 
first, that we and the other adhering | therefore do not think that, in spite of the 
Powers desire to respect the territorial | difference which the noble Earl and 
integrity of China; and, in the next hee have detected between our position 
place, that we desire that in all ports on | in the Yang-tsze Valley and that of other 
the rivers and littoral of China there! Powers in other parts of the Chinese 
should prevail what is generally described | Empire, we can complain that in the Yang- 
as the policy of the open door. It was| tsze Valley we are denied equal oppor- 
something, I think, to have obtained so | tunity for our commerce. 

large a measure of support for these |/ ‘The noble Earlproceeded tocallattention 
principles at a time when it was becoming | to the circumstances under which the 
rather the fashion to stake out claims in Japanese Government had adhered to the 
Chinese territory, and when there were | Anglo-German Agreement ; and before I 
not wanting ominous indications that _go further let me say how entirely I concur 
the disintegration of China was within | with every word that fell from the noble 
the bounds of possibility. Then it may | Karl in regard to the importance of the 
be said, and I think the noble Earl's’ Japanese nation in the Far East, and as 
argument suggested this, that the Anglo- | to the necessity of maintaining, as he said, 
German Agreement was a very one-sided most cordial relations with the Japanese 
arrangement. It is pointed out that in| Government. That is, in my belief, all 
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the province of Shan-tung the German 
Government obtained certain privileges, 
and that we did not obtain any corre- 
sponding privileges in the Yang-tsze 
Valley or in any other part of China. 

do not care to dispute that in this sense 
the Anglo-German Agreement was a one- 
sided arrangement; but I do not know 
whether those who criticise it for tha‘ 
reason are prepared to recommend to us 
that in the Yang-tsze Valley, which has 
an area of about 600,000 square miles, 
we should claim for ourselves the same 
privileges which we believe Germany to 
have secured for herself in the provine> 
of Shan-tung, the extent of which is, if I 
remember aright, only 60.000 square 
miles. At any rate, we were never pre- 
pared to urge such pretensions in 
reference to the whole of the Yang-tsze 
Valley. 

As regards the Yang-tsze Valley, this 
is how we stand in that most important 
region. So far as Russia is concerned, 
under the Anglo-Russian Agreement of 
1899, Russia engages not to seek for any 
railway concessions in the Yang-tsze 
Valley, or to interfere with us should 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


‘the easier because, so far as I am 
aware, Japanese policy in the Far East 
‘is by no means dissimilar from our 
own. With regard to the adhesion of 
| the Japanese to the Anglo-German 
Agreement, the noble Earl said with 
perfect truth that that Agreement con- 
| tains some provisions which are unlimited 
‘in their scope, and others which are 
‘limited and qualified. The disclaimer 
‘of any desire to seek territorial advan- 
| tages, the assertion of the intention of the 
| Powers to maintain the territorial con- 
dition of China—those words are entirely 
‘unqualified and unlimited; and, that 
being so, in our view that provision of 
the Anglo-German Agreement most un- 
questionably extends to Manchuria, which 
is part of the Chinese Empire. The other 
provision, which has reference to the 
open door, is a qualified and limited 
‘provision. It is qualified in two parti- 
culars. It holds good only where the 
Powers concerned have influence, and 
only in regard to the ports of the rivers 
and littoral of China. It is the ease, and 
'I believe I stated it in this House two 
|months ago, that some indication was 
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given to us by the German Govern-| rights in China being respected; we 
ment during the negotiations that | must see that they are not filched away 
they did not regard the province of | from us by secret and private arrange- 
Manchuria as a part of China to which | ments, but beyond this we must trust to 
their influence extended, and I imagine the enterprise and intelligence of our 
that what fell from the noble Earl on the | fellow-countrymen with the confidence 
same subject had reference to a speech that it will enable them to hold their 
delivered some time ago by Count von own. I think we are sometimes a little 
Biilow in the Reichstag, in which Count too much disturbed as to the possible 
von Biilow observed that in his view effects of the artificial assistance so liber- 
Germany had no interest in Manchuria. | ally given by foreign Governments, 
A great deal of ingenious comment has These subsidies are very expensive to the 
been devoted to those expressions; but, givers, and J] do not think they are 
as I remember saying to your Lordships, | always an unmixed blessing to those 
[ have never felt that the point was one who receive them. After all, these 
of very substantial importance ; for this | subsidised lines develop trade, and of that 
reason, that the only two places in Man- trade we generally contrive by some 
churia to which the Anglo-German | means or other to obtain our share. 
Agreement really applied were the two I will also add this in regard to the 
ports of Ta-lien-wan and Niu-chwang, | competition of subsidised railways. It 
both of which ports are open ports, |is not as if we were entirely dependent 
quite irrespectively of anything contained in China upon railway communication. 
in the Anglo-German Agreement. With I think we ought never to lose sight of the 
regard to the integrity of China, immense importance of the waterways 
it is the case--this also I remember | of China to our commerce. There is 
stating to the House—that the German | scarcely any country in the world 
Government, in common with other | intersected by more important water 
Governments, have placed it more than communications than China. On 
once on record that they did not desire | the Yang-tsze River alone there are 
to see any arrangements made which | something like 1,800 miles of navigable 
might impair the territorial integrity of water. There is this to be borne in 
the Chinese Empire. mind when you compare a railway and 
With regard to the position of a water-way, that you have in the water- 
our commerce in China I should like way a means of transport the carrying 
to say a few words. There is a) capacity of which is almost unlimited, 
feeling prevalent that the result of all while a railway has a limited carrying 
these recent events in China has been | capacity, that you probably break bulk 
that our commerce is likely to be squeezed | less frequent!y if you choose the water 
out of existence in the Chinese Empire. | instead of the land route, and that trans- 
What I think most people are afraid of port by water is probably very much 
is that our trade in China will in| cheaper than transport by rail. I dwell 
future have to compete, not under fair upon that because it seems to me that 
and equal conditions, but under con-| when we come to consider the arrange- 
ditions anything but equal or fair. To| ments to be made under Article 11 of the 
some extent I am afraid that is inevitable, | Joint Note we shall have todevoteour most 
and for this reason, that it is the policy of | careful attention to seeing that we obtain 
many foreign Powers to give to com- | fair play upon the waterways of China. 
mercial enterprisesin whichtheirnationals | For something like forty years we have 
are interested an amount of assistance always desired that those waterways 
which it is not our custom to deal out so | should be opened to us, but it was not 
liberally to our commercial represen-| until three years ago that we obtained 
tatives in different parts of the world. I from the Chinese Government the con- 
will go so far as to say that in my opinion | cessions which we so much desired, 
it would be a most unfortunate thing for | the principal concession being, of course, 
this country if we were to embark in a | that wherever native junks and sailing 
competition with foreign Powers in the | vessels were allowed to go, there our 
granting of subsidies and bonuses to rail- | steamers and steam launches should also 
ways and other convenient enterprises. | be allowed to have access. The concession 
We must, no doubt, insist upon our treaty i was made in 1898, but owing to the 
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perverse ingenuity of the Chinese regula- 
tions we have up to the present time 
not derived much advantage from it. 
We have already taken this matter in 
hand. New regulations for the naviga- 
tion of the West River are being prepared 
at this moment. The important port of 
Nan-ning, the opening of which was 
promised some time ago, is, I believe, 
to be opened at an early date; 
and finally, in the Peking protocol, 
which will, I hope, be signed before many 
days, we have provided for the improve- 
ment of the river approaches to Shang- 
hai, and also for the navigation of the 
Pei-ho River. I may say that the 
Chinese Government has undertaken 
to contribute a liberal sum for each of 
these important objects. 

I now wish to say one word with regard 
to Shanghai, in which the noble Earl 
expressed a particular interest. We sent 
troops there, and the other Powers also 
sent troops there, at a time when serious 
disturbances were apprehended in that 
part of China. At this moment Ger- 
many has 1,000 men there, France 800, 
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It only remains for me to say a very 
few words with regard to the ques 
tions with which the Government 
of Russia are concerned, as to which 
the noble Earl desired information. 
I certainly do not yield to the noble 
Earl in hoping that it will be 
possible for us to arrive at what 
I think he described as a comprehensive 
settlement of any difficulties which have 
arisen with the Government of Russia. 
I have always been one of those who 
thought that—if I may use a somewhat 
hackneyed phrase—there was room for 
Russia and for us in the Far East. We 
have recognised in the Anglo-Russian 
Agreement what is in that document 
described as the geographical gravitation 
of the province of Manchuria, so far as 
railway construction is concerned, and it 
is perfectly true, as the noble Earl has 
said, that the immense length of the 
Russian frontier in that part of the 
world obliges Russia to take precautions 
to secure that frontier from the inroads 
of hostile and dangerous neighbours. 
As for us, all that we want of Russia in 


Position. 


Japan has a few, we have 2,000 troops. | those regions is that our treaty rights 


So far as we know—but the matter has 
not been closely gone into yet—none of 
the Powers desire to retain their troops 
in Shanghai permanently. We certainly 
do not desire to keep them there a day 
longer than is necessary ; and we have 
already, in consequence of the improve- 
ment in the prospects, placed one battalion 
under orders to leave Shanghai for 
Hong-kong. I noticed with interest 
what was said by the noble Earl as to the 
peculiar arrangements for the defence 
and the administration of the foreign 
concession at Shanghai. I agree with 


him in thinking that it is a very 
admirable thing that at Shanghai 


the Powers should have combined as 
they have for the protection and the 
municipal government of their conces- 
sions. I dwell upon that because I have 
sometimes thought that those incon- 
venient questions which have risen 
owing to the tendency of each of the 
Powers to appropriate for itself a con- 
cession of its own at the important 
centres of industry in China might 
perhaps be avoided if we could agree 
amongst ourselves to adopt at other places 
the same wise arrangements which 
have been adopted at Shanghai. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 











shall be respected, and that Russia will 
not use the preponderance which belongs 
to her to our detriment or to the detri- 
ment of the Powers with whom we are 
in sympathy. 

At this moment the questions out- 
standing between us and the Russian 
Government are three. There is the 
question of the northern railways to which 
the noble Earl referred. The whole of 
those railways were first occupied for 
military reasons by the Russian military 
authorities. The intramural part of the 
Northern Railway was some time ago 
handed back to us. The restoration of 
the extramural portion has been promised 
—promised, that is, as soon as Russia has 
been paid for the outlay incurred on the 
restoration of the line. We have heard 
lately, and I note the fact with satisfac- 
tion, that the Russian authorities under- 
took to evacuate the railway buildings at 
Tong-ku and at Shan-hai-kwan before 
the end of July. I have not heard that 
they have done so, but that was quite a 
recent engagement. Then at Tientsin, 
as the noble Earl is aware, the Russian 
Government have agreed that questions 
of disputed ownership which arose in 
that neighbourhood should form the sub- 
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ject of an investigation, and, obviously, 
that investigation could scarcely take 
place whilst hostilities were still in 
progress, or whilst we were in the 
thick of the Peking negotiations. But 
I trust it may take place before long ; 
and I need not say that when we speak of 
investigation we mean _ investigation 
which will be impartial, and not an inves- 
tigation by the authorities, military or 
political, of one party or the other. At 
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Tientsin, also, within the last few days 
we have heard that the Russian military 
authorities have evacuated the goods yard | 
close to Tientsin railway station, a/ 
place which was in dispute, and to which | 
a good deal of importance was attached. 
With regard to Manchuria, the Russian 
Government has said nothing to qualify 
the statement which it made some time 
ago to the effect that it did not desire to 
remain permanently in occupation of that 
province. We have heard lately that 
there has been a recrudescence of some | 
of the disorders that took place in Man- | 
churia a few months ago, and for that | 
reason, if for no other, it does not 
seem very unreasonable that the Russian 
authorities should think it necessary to 
remain where they are for the present. 
As to all these matters I cannot help 
thinking that if in the past there has 
been any failure on our part, or on that 
of the Russian Government, to come to 
a satisfactory solution of outstanding 
points, that failure has been due to a 
somewhat unnecessary mysteriousness, 
and perhaps a somewhat exaggerated 
sensitiveness, on the part of those con- 
cerned. I cannot help cherishing the 
hope that when these questions come 
up, as I suppose they will, for further 
consideration, both sides will have pro- 
fited by the experience of the past, and 
that we may be able to steer clear of some 
of the rocks which shipwrecked us on a 
former occasion. As for His Majesty’s 
Government, I certainly say that, whilst 
it will be our duty to watch carefully, 
jealously if you like, the political and 
commercial interests of this country, no 
effort will be wanting on our part to deal 
with these difficult international questions 
in the most temperate and considerate 
Spirit. 





House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Six of the 
clock, to Thursday next, 
Four of the clock. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley) moved to delete Clause 40, em- 
powering the promoters to use the water 
of a stream on Snowdon for the creation 
of electric power. He understood the 
promoters to say that the clause was 
of vital importance. They would prob- 
ably say the same of any clause which 
they considered to be of moment. But 
if this clause were struck out they would 
still be able to get their power elsewhere, 
and if water power was not practicable, 
they could use steam. A threat was 
held out that. if the Amendment were 
carried, the promoters would drop the 
| Bill. He knew something of the pro- 
| moters, and he believed them to be a 
| body of gentlemen well able to look after 
| their own financial interests. He did not 
| believe they would embark on any 
enterprise where the difference in cost 


| between steam and water power repre- 
| sented the margin of profit upon which 
|they relied—that was to say, that if 
| water power were used they could make a 
dividend, but if steam power were used 
| they could make none. He did not 
| object to any other part of the Bill. If 
the objectionable clause were struck 
out, all the useful proposals in the Bill— 
for electric lighting and other purposes— 
could be still carried out, while the 
threatened danger to the scenery of 
Snowdon would be removed. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 20, to leave out Clause 40.”— 
(Lord Balcarres.} 


Question put, ‘* That Clause 40 stand 
part of the Bill.” 








Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens), in 
supporting the Bill, said he was not 
personally interested in the scheme, 
but some of his constituents were, and on 
their behalf he wished to say that the 
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apprehension of danger to the scenery | fullconsideration. In the first place the 
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of Snowdon was groundless. He might | whole of the councils in the locality 


observe at once that the omission of | supported the Bill, the local Members of 


Clause 40 would mean the destruction | Parliament supported it, and the local 


of the Bill. In the matter of cost there 
was the greatest possible difference 
between coal and water. In this country 
we were not fortunate in the possession 


of great resources of natural water power, | 


but such power was being used with 
advantage in America at the falls of 


Niagara ; and in Switzerland and other | 


countries in Europe. 
be used it might well be employed for 
the prosecution of enterprises of this kind. 
He was informed that the locality was 
entirely in favour of the scheme—not 
only the local councils and local autho- 
rities in Wales, but the local landowners 
as well. When the Bill was before the 
House of Lords two or three objections 
were made by the National Trust for 
the Preservation of Places of Historic 
Interest or Natural Beauty. The pro- 
moters met the society; everything 
they wished inserted was inserted in the 
Bill, and they had received a letter from 
the society expressing satisfaction at 
what had been done. And now, on the 
Third Reading of the Bill, when it was 
impossible to hear expert evidence on the 
points raised, the House was asked to 
reject the Bill. He thought the House 
should hesitate to reject a Bill which was 
approved of by the locality concerned, 
and which would tend to increase the 
material prosperity of the locality. This 
country was behind other countries in 
enterprises of this kind, and he thought 
they were beginning to see that it was 
not to the benefit of the country that 
useful works for the supply of electricity 
for lighting and other purposes should be 
thrown aside by the House. The great- 
ness of this country depended on its 
material prosperity, and it was not for 
the House to object to the average of 
material prosperity on sentimental 
grounds. In throwing out this Bill they 
would inflict an injury not only on this 
district but on material interests of this 
country, which in these days of com- 
mercial rivalry was of great importance. 


Mr. ILLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) sincerely trusted that the 
House would not reject this clause 
without taking the circumstances into 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 


Whenever it could | 


opinion was absolutely unanimous on the 
subject. This district depended very 
largely on visitors and tourists, and he 
did not think it would be to the interests 
of the district to destroy the scenery. 
What was the real case with regard to 
the Bill? It had passed through both 
Houses without opposition, and now 
objections were raised on the last stage, 
when no opportunity could be given to 
the promoters to state their case. There 
was a dispute as to facts. The noble 
Lord said it would mar the scenery. 
He (Mr. Lloyd-George) said it would 
not mar the scenery, and that was a 
question that should be tried before a 
Committee. He was sure everyone was 
in sympathy with the objection of the 
National Trust ; but why did not the noble 
Lord raise this objection before the 
Committee, and give the promoters an 
opportunity of making out a case? The 
Society objected to another part of the 
Bill at an earlier stage, and in order to 
meet them the promoters diverted the 
line from its original course, and incurred 
an expenditure of thousands of pounds, 
purely to meet the objections of the 
National Trust, after which the society 
wrote a letter saying they were per- 
fectly satisfied and had no further 
objection to the Bill. In face of that, he 
submitted that it was not fair to bring 
forward a new objection on the last 
stage of the Bill. It was not fair to the 
promoters, tothe local authorities, or to 
the House of Commons. The House 
could not try this question, which was 
exclusively one of fact. He and _ his 
colleagues did not believe that the Bill 
would mar the scenery, and the local 
councils were absolutely unanimous in 
holding that the scheme would be a 
great benefit to the locality without in 
any way marring the beauty of the 
scenery. If it was intended to use the 
locality to set up anything like the 
aluminium works at the Falls of Foyers, 
it would be quite a different thing, but 
that was not an analogous case. This 
proposal was to set up something to be 
consumed on the premises, which was 
purely, simply, and exclusively for the 
benefit of those who lived there, and not. 
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for the benefit of those who came there | local authorities, but local opinion could 
for a@ couple of days per year. He|gotoo far. He knew of one local autho- 
thought the locality had a right to be! rity which declared itself in favour of a 
consulted in the first instance. They | syndicate to build an architectural 
had not only to consider those who lived | monstrosity to the west of this House, 
there in the sunny weather, but also | where it would have destroyed the view 
those who lived in the locality through | of the parliamentary buildings. He had 
the rough time of winter, and if they also heard it suggested that parts of the 
could add to the convenience of the, public commons and open spaces should 
latter by giving them electric traction, | be appropriated, because the rateable 
then they ought to do so. The differ- | value of the district would be increased. 
ence between the cost of steam and/Some local authorities would be quite 
electricity if those mountain streams | willing to destroy all objects of national 
are used was very great, and they ought | interest and beauty if only the rates could 
to allow the locality to use all its local | be reduced for the benefit of a limited 
resources as far as possible without class. In such matters as these local 
destroying natural scenery. An electric | needs, artistic taste, and national obliga- 
tramway to Snowdon would be a great tions should be harmonised, and some 
convenience not only to tourists but | further guarantee ought to be given to 
also to the locality. It would certainly | the House that in the carrying out of 
be better to have a nice little electric | this railway the side of the mountain 
tram up Snowdon than a steam engine. should not be defaced, that the beauty 
It was not fair to the district that this | of the lakes should not be destroyed, and 
Bill should be thrown out. |that nothing should be done to injure 

ithe artistic and the natural beauty of 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said | *2e neighbourhood. 
that the Amendment moved by the noble) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the pro- 
Lord had been the means of eliciting facts | moters of the Bill had already given that 
which might not otherwise have been guarantee, and they were prepared to 
forthcoming. He thought that the | enter into any obligations which might 
National Trust might have appeared in | he suggested by the National Trust. 
this matter a little sooner than they did. : 

The hon. Member for Carnarvon had! Mr. JOHN BURNS said, if that were 
told them that, mainly in consequence of | so, much of his objections were modified ; 
the objections of the National Trust, the but, in answer to a previous speaker, 
promoters had decided to divert certain; there was cause for alarm when the 
works, and carry out their scheme in a_ ideal of national greatness had sunk so 
less objectionable manner than they | low. This view had to be tempered by 
would otherwise have done. Therefore, what John Ruskin conceived to be the 
he was grateful to the noble Lord for | greatness of Britain in matters affecting 
having evoked that expression of opinion. scenery and objects of beauty. The 
This was not altogether a local matter. hon. Member for St. Helens seemed 
A similar criticism was made at the time | to gauge the greatness of Britain by the 
of the erection of the aluminium works | number of grimy streets in Lancashire, 
at the Falls of Foyers, and a good many | the forest of chimneys in St. Helens and. 
works had since been erected there. | Wigan, and the innumerable number of 
When one saw what had been done to | smoke stacks in our large manufacturing 
the Falls of Niagara through the lack of | centres. Electrical enterprise should be 
a National Trust one viewed with appre-| undertaken subject to the preservation 
hension what might happen if the pro-| of objects of national interest, and he 
moters of electrical and water under- | should support the noble Lord’s Amend- 
takings were allowed to do as they liked | ment if he went to a division, but he 
with national places of interest. He | appealed to the noble Lord to be satis- 
hoped that one of these days landlords | fied with the guarantee which had been 
would refuse to exercise their rights to | given and to withdraw his Amendment. 
sell their property and spoil national | 

scenery simply for manufacturing pur-! Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I am 
poses. He was always anxious to help) not aware that any guarantee of the: 
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nature referred to by the hon. Member! THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
for Carnarvon has been given. I think (Mr. J. W. Lowrturr, Cumberland 
the House is entitled to know why the | Penrith): I shall only intervene in this 
Me Sirnated aes tecameahs Ist thomsen ps nere had Aero aoa 
body which usually investi ated those | rw ms that it paged esti 
vn age mare 5 At _— oh | sat nat it is a very dangerous and 
real effect of the clause until iisnien | cane ame aoe a aie v a 
reached them from the locality pointing | out io _ enone a, lf this 
ee ee ne 3 go the Bill had been raised 
finest views of Snowdon. As soon as| asad teas ‘chs 0 Boning ow ‘en 
‘ ; - AS | as | geste recedent which was 
a ai ag 2 eseren —— | established some four or five years ago 
ee pro aan nd out ic og pee | mee case of the Lochnearnhead Railway 
it was unopposed before the ee ~ mage ont ee ae 
Therefore this is the first opportunity Se an Th, a 
we have had of asking the House to deal | ites ail ve ae en ee 
with this matter. I do not think that rte Seog E; - a ee aleve 
it ought to make the least difference | olyjec od ve ie re 0 
whatever the National Trust may have cua re ee ee 
rece ag - “ aaenatel 2 ee | ane sage Se scenery. It was then re- 
National Trust wrote the letter read by og i ng ‘ peeorenia aon te an 
the hon. Member for St. Helens he was fortunately, on have eacel a period 
oe ager ggg Sg of the session when it is really impossible 
iii tie eens ma sales: ahs of a | to ask hon. Members to form themselves 
finest pieces pared a mG the United luto a Cominittee upstairs to consider 
Miaiiics ‘With suborcane to what the this matter. ghee ghana gies 
hon. Member for Carnarvon said about | aot — a oe hi vinsage wool: 
this measure being for the benefit of the | 7 yee enenaapedy 1 — —e = 
people of the locality, he would remind oa Sg Spas ee ee ee 
the House that the district affected had | ee ee — 
a very small population. As for the ene “te ae ae! 
visitors, they would see the scenery much _ or gener soni rane — Aber- 
Rathi Mie Mihi thiem tf thew wot inatle deen said that they did uot find out 
atram. I agree that wherever electrical | _— aay - gor decom + — se 
power can be properly used it ought to —. ha seas i rags tell 
i; Geek aul ahdiove 5 wametiin | propose P eave out, has been in the Bil 
stream could be used in any industry | se ti ee Se 
Citheut iajaty to the saevomndinn the Committee for a great many months. 
sauidiew 1 ahoald Mo Wad to sco it wed, The solicitor who acted for the National 
ie Aiibs Mihiatn 0 ditnon of & ee Trust discovered that in another matter 
: piece of scenery Of ‘the scenery would be interfered with 
exceptional grandeur and beauty, I| nq the p = eg ee 
object to it being destroyed in order to Ty ee Rangers 
increase the dividends of a private com-| uy 1” sade -esnager gg ae, Being: 
P the last few days that it has been dis- 
pany. Those hon. Members who know | ‘|. : 

Snowdon know that the south side is | covered that Cisuse 40 will cause som 
one of the grandest pieces of scenery in| ee Seb seamey. apie 
os L ni. | think the onus of proof on this occasion 

the British Isles. The mountain pass, | 1: “| 
tis Malis walked the lie, anil the tenes. really lies upon the opponents of the Bill, 
ing cliffs above, make one of the noblest | Pena any ape Gs Eat te: Cae 
pieces of scenery in the whole British | the damage which is likely to take place. 
Isles, which nobody who has seen it ean | The right hon. peoesangur san oppoms 
ever forget. I am disappointed that my said it was a mere question of money only, 
hon. friend the Member for Carnarvon | *™4 that it was a matter of whether 
and his colleagues, who represent Wales, | the railway was to be worked by a power 
are willing to sacrifice this charming | generated at the top or electric power 
ae . scenery. ' generated at the bottom of the mountain. 
r. Bryce. 
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I may point out that the mere question 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert, 


of money may decide in many cases | 


whether a railway shall be built at all or 
prices, had to be brought long distances 
and used for generating electricity, such 
an undertaking as this would never 
be carried out at all. As it is impossible | 
to send this Bill back to the Committee | 
we must do the best we can. Although | 
I do not know the district, I have seen 
excellent maps of it, and I have gone | 
into the matter as caretully as I could. 
At the foot of Snowdon there lies a 
small lake, and the water of this lake 
would be used by the company. I 
think it is obvious that the company 
would wish to keep this lake as full as_ 
possible, and it would not be in the in- 
terests of the company to deplete it of 
water. It would be to their interests, 
rather, to raise the level of the water. | 
We happen to have a well-known lake 
in my own constituency, Thirlmere, 
which supplies Manchester with water, 
and I remember the discussion which 
took place when it was proposed to supply 
Manchester from that lake. The noble 
Lord’s predecessor informed the House | 
upon that occasion how the scenery | 
of that district would be destroyed. | 
Any person who knows that lake knows | | 
that, so far from its being destroyed, the | 
scenery has really been enhanced, and [| | 
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do not know any bit of scenery which 
will compare with that lake in its present 


| state. It will be to the interest of the com- 
not. If coal, more especially at recent | 
lake. 


pany to raise the level of the water in this 
They will insert a nine-inch pipe, 
and this will take from the lake the water 
which at present flows down as a small 
mountain stream over the side of the 
mountain into the valley below. To 
that extent the scenery will be damaged. 
There is no doubt about that. As far 
as I can make out, that is the only damage 
which the scenery will suffer. I cannot 
believe that the scenery of that district 
depends solely upon one mountain stream. 
The question is whether the effect of this 


/one mountain stream ceasing to flow 


and being confined in a 9-inch pipe under- 
ground is so great as to deprive the 
locality of the benefits which will aecrue 
to it through the working of this railway ; 
and whether the damage is so great as to 
warrant the House rejecting these pro- 
posals. The surest and safest course, 
having regard to the lateness of the 
session, the little harm that will be 


| done, and the slight chance of passing 


the Bill if this clause is omitted, will be 
to reject the motion and pass the Bill. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 162 
Noes, 52. (Division List No. 410.) 


> . 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlexF. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atherley-Jones, L 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, A George C. 

Beach, Rt. HnSirMichaelHicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boland, ‘John 

Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) | 
Boyle, James 

Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, GeorgeM. (Edinburgh) | 
Caldw: ell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton | 
C avendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cawley, Frederic *k 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, RtHon.J.(Birm. | 


Clancy, 


Colville, John 
Daly, James 


Davies,M. Vaug 


Doogan, P. C 


Garfit, William 


Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore'r 
John Joseph 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
han-(Cardigan 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Durning- -Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
| Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWi illiam Hart 
| Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. 
| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 

F itzroy, Hn. aa | 
_ Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Foster, P. S. (Warwick.S. W. )| 


Gilhooly, James 
| Gordon, _ J.E (Elgin& Nairn 
| Gordon, J . (Londonderr vy; 8.) 
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Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(CumPenr. 
Macartney, Kt. Hn.GW Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 

Moore, William ;(Antrim, N.) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moriis,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Balfour, KennethR. (Christch. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | 
Bull, William James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Corbett, T. L.. (Down, N.) 
Finch, George H. 

Foster, Sir Walter(Derby Co.) | 


Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nd’rry 


| Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’e 


| Joyce, Michael 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
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O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, HnWmRobert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
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Sadler, Col. SamuelAlexander | 
Sandys, Lieut. -ColThos. Myles 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
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| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. C. Seale- 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


Lambert, George 

Loder, Gerald Walter(Erskine 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 





Mount, William Arthur 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Smith, H.C.(Northmb. Tyn’sde 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks 
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Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
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Thornton, Perey M. 
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Wallace, Robert 


| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Warner, Thos. Courtenay, T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whiteley. George( York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wyndham, kt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Seton-Karr and Mr. 
Bryn Roberts. 


O’Shee, James John 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rea, Russell 

eid, James (Greenock) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair,Capt.John(Forfarsh.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
TalbotRtHnJG. (Oxford Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Lord Balearres and Mr. 
Bryce. 





Bill to be read the third time. 


PROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. (By Orprr.) 
Order for consideration, as amended, 

read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended, be now 
considered.” 


Major EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said he wished to 
move the resolution which stood in his 
name on two grounds—First, that the 
pledges given to the House on Monday 





last by the Vice-President of the Council 
on Education had not been fulfilled, and, 
secondly, because the merits of the case 
had not been fully or sufficiently inquired 
into. It would be in the remembrance 
of the House that on Monday last week 
he moved that it be an Instruction to 
the Private Bill Committee upstairs that 
the Blakesley Street site in the Borough 
of Stepney, threatened by the school 
board, be left out of the schedule. At 
the close of the debate the Member for 
Greenwich made the following suggestion, 
which he would venture to quote to the 
House— 


“That the Vice-President of the Council was 
mistaken in supposing that the local authority 
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would have a locus before an ordinary Com- | 
mittee in a case like the present, his own im- | 
pression being that only owners of property | 
concerned in sites were entitled to appear. | 
If that was so, and if the right hon. Gentleman | 
thought that a Committee was the proper body | 
to determine as between the school board and | 
the borough council, he should give an under- | 
taking that when the Bill came back he would 
move its recommittal to a Select Committee. 
On that understanding the motion might well 
be withdrawn.” 


The Vice-President of the Board of | 
Education accepted the suggestion of the | 
noble Lord, and stated that at the proper | 
time he would move to re-commit the | 
Bill to a Select Committee, before whom | 
the local authority would be enabled to, 
show cause against the site. Upon this | 
understanding his motion was, by leave, | 
withdrawn. This arrangement had not 
been carried out. What was done? 
On Tuesday the Group P Committee | 
assembled, but there was no quorum ;) 
advantage was taken of this circumstance 
by the Vice-President, who, the same 
day, put an Order on the Paper without | 
notice. It was as follows— | 
“Ordered, That the Stepney Borough Coun- | 
cil be at liberty to attend by Counsel and 
Agent and give evidence before the Committee 
on the above Bill at their sitting on Thursday, 
ist August, in respect of the Blakesley Street 
site.” 
He submitted that that was something | 
entirely different from what was pro-| 
mised. The Bill was not re-committed ; it | 
was not sent to a Select Committee, and 
the time chosen was certainly not the 
proper time. He could only assure the) 
House that had he even dimly suspected 
that such an interpretation could be put | 
upon what he had agreed to, had he) 
thought it possible that by the use of any | 
existing forms of the House the arrange- | 
ment could be thus twisted out of its, 
original shape, he would have never | 
accepted it. Why had this extraordi- | 
nary and unprecedented course been 
adopted ? The reason was to be found | 
in the desire to hurry and hustle this | 
Bill through at all costs. It was a/ 
manceuvre, and not a very creditable | 
manceuvre, by {the Education Depart- | 
ment to push the measure through 
for the school board. At variance at 
every other point, they formed an unholy 
alliance on this question of school sites, 
and combined to flout the newly-created 
and important local authorities and 
ignore the best interests of the people 
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in the districts concerned. The Stepney 
Borough Council got notice on Wednes- 
day morning that they had to appear with 
counsel and witnesses on Thursday 
at eleven. They did their best, but of 


| course the time was utterly inadequate 


and prejudicial to their case; and, further, 


| their counsel, Mr. Littler, who benefitted 
_by the manceuvre, adroitly compiained 
|that the alternative site suggested by 


the borough council had been sprung 
upon him. Of course, as no time had 
been allowed, no notice could be given. 
The borough council was adjourned, 
and the officials were away on their 
holiday. Should the right hon. Gentle- 
man say that the course he had seen fit 
to adopt was to their interest, he would 
tell him that the local authority and 
the people they represented were bitterly 
aggrieved and indignant at this further 
proof of the utter want of consideration 
with which they had been treated. 
He shared their indignation to the Bill. 
He said the whole proceedings before 
the Committee were a farce. No time 
had been allowed to put in a formal state- 
ment of the council’s case by way of 
petition, as was invariably done. Even 
the promoters of the Bill did not know 
what they had to meet, and Mr. 
Littler, the counsel for the school board, 
opened the proceedings by saying that he 
1ad— 

“never heard of a Bill coming before a 
Committee under the odd circumstances that 
this does. I am here promoting this Order, 
and I have no petition to refer to on the other 
side, so as to find out what really it is that is 
objected to.” 

The entire matter, involving questions 
of grave importance, was disposed of 
in about one and a half hour. 

He did not blame the Committee. 
The reference to them was so worded as 
evidently to create considerable doubt 
in their minds as to the matters to be 
dealt with by them, and the manner 
in which they were authorised by the 
House to deal with them. Although 
the borough council suggested a new 
site, distant only 187 yards from the 
Blakesley Street area scheduled by the 
school board, and comprising property 
the bulk of which was used for immoral 
purposes and the harbouring of bad 
characters which it would be a real 
benefit and blessing to clear, the chair- 
man intimated that as he had no power 
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to bind both parties to the site, and the lic inquiry a “conference,” and the 
Education Board would be thrown over |“ report ” a“ privileged communication,” 
for a year, the Committee, although} the Education Department sought to 
willing to hear evidence on the point,| put their pen through the provisions 
could not allow such evidence to affect of the Act of 1870. Under Standing 
their decision, and altogether refused; Order No. 1834, if twenty or more 
to accept the view put forward by Mr.| houses inhabited by the working classes 
Courthope Munroe on behalf of the) were taken, rehousing must be done. 
council that— But there was a further provision under 
“the whole point of the matter being| Which, if twenty houses are acquired, 
referred to this Committee was the determina- | certain negotiations have to be opened 





tion whether or not Stepney should lose the | 
Blakesley Street site.” 
Of course the clear intention on Monday | 
last was to refer the whole matter to a/| 
Select Committee empowered to go into | 
all the points raised in the debate. | 
In his speech on 29th July the Member | 
for North Camberwell said that though 
they meant to take powers they need 
not necessarily build at once. So even 
he admitted that the matter was not 
urgent. Then why this indecent haste, 
and why a reference to the Committee 
so worded that the chairman felt com- 
pelled to refuse to give effect to any | 
judgment they might have formed (had 
the matter been gone into) because it 
would involve delay of a few months ? 
The case against the Borough Council 
put by the Member for North Camber- 
well on Monday was that the Borough 
Council had failed to suggest a suitable | 
alternative site. They now suggested 
one which they believed to be suitable, 
but they were put out of court without 
even a pretence of an inquiry into its 
merits. The hon. Member for North | 
Camberwell in the debate last week | 
stated that there was a deficiency of 
1,964 places, plus 200 since the figures 
had been compiled, a total of 2,164 places. 
The school proposed to be constructed 
on the Blakesley Street site was to ac- 
commodate some 750 of these. It was 
obvious, then, that the site was much 
too small. 

Now let the House observe this closely, 
and follow how and why the Act of 
Parliament and Standing Order was 
evaded. A public inquiry. repeatedly so 
called by the school board’s own counsel, 
Mr. Littler, was held by a duly appointed 
inspector, who made his report. But 
that report had never, so far as he. 
could discover, seen the light of day; 
it remained in the secret dossier of | 
the Education Department. By the, 
ingenious device of labelling the pub-| 

Major Evans-Gordon. 


‘condition had not been fulfilled. 


with the central authority, and their 


'eonsent obtained. The central authority 


would now be the borough council or 
the county council, and the latter were 
opponents of this Bill themselves. In 
any case, had the recommendations of 


their experts been adopted, the school 


board and the Education Department 
would have delivered themselves into 
the hands of their enemies. They had 
no hope of getting the requisite consent ; 
hence they suppressed the report and 
acted against its recommendations. 
There was much more to be said on this 
question, but he had no wish to kill this 
Bill. He trusted, however, that the House 
would agree that he had made out a case 
for a fuller and more complete inquiry 
than that of Thursday last, and that this 
Bill should be recommitted. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*To leave out the words after the word ‘ be,” 
to the end of the Question, and add the words. 
‘re-committed to a Select Committee.’’’— 
(Major Evans-Gordon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster) said he associated himself with 
the hon. Member for Stepney in this 
matter. It was not merely an educa- 


tional question, but a question with 


which the great and important matter 
of rehousing the working classes was 
involved. They would not have agreed 
to the withdrawal of the motion last 
week except upon the understanding 
that the whole matter would be con- 
sidered by a Select Committee. That 
It was 
to be regretted that the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken the course he had 
without consulting those interested in 
the matter, which had had the result 
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of |making the inquiry which had taken 
place a perfect farce. There were no real 
inquiries into the alternative sites, and 
there was no possibility of such an inquiry 
as the House had intended. Without 
dealing with the merits of the case, he 
wished to say he thought they were sufti- 
ciently clear to warrant the most com- 
plete inquiry that could be made. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) explained 
the action he had taken after the dis- 
cussion on Monday last week. He agreed 
to the suggestion that the Stepney 
Borough Council should be heard by the 
Committee, and, to carry out that sugges- 


Tuesday. 


and parties interested that the Council 
would be heard on Thursday. 


Mason EVANS-GORDON : We were 
not informed. 


Sir J. GORST said he did not go down 
to Stepney himself, but he made every 
endeavour to inform them. On that day 
the Stepney Borough Council was heard 
hy counsel before the Committee, and he 
was informed by an official of his Depart- 
ment who was present that the whole 
matter was carefully gone into. The 
Stepney Council was fully heard, and 
made no complaint that there had not 
been time to prepare its case. If there 
hid been such representation it would 
have been open to the Committee to ad- 
journ the hearing. The Stepney Council 
had no petition, and appeared on the 
order of the House. The course he had 


the case, the session drawing near its 
close. Not until the Committee had re- 


know that he had ever withheld, and 
certainly never discourteously withheld, 
information from any member who had 
asked for it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 


said that as chairman of the School Com- 


VOL. XCVIII. [Fourrn Series. ] 





taken was prompted by the urgency of | 
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tion, moved the motion in the House on | 
He also made every endeavour | 
to acquaint members of the Committee | 
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mittee of the school board hehad had more 
to do with carrying this matter through 
all its stages than any other person. By 
way of rebutting the allegation that the 
London School Board had not shown 
every proper regard to the views of the 
new borough council, he recalled the pro- 
ceedings of the school board in dealing 
with the deficiency of school accommoda- 
tion in Stepney. He pointed out that 
these proceedings had extended over 
| eighteen months, that notices of objection 
_to the Blakesley Street site had been sent 
out, and that a local inquiry was held so 
}long ago as March last, at which the 
, Stepney Council were heard by counsel. 
| He complained that the housing question 
_had been unfairly raised, to the prejudice 
|of the school board in this matter, the 





|report of their own surveyor being that 
/no other site than the Blakesley Street 
one was to be found in the prescribed area 
that would not involve the destruction 
of more buildings and the disturbance 
|of more persons. In this matter he 
claimed that the school board were the 
\friends of economy, of the voluntary 
schools, and of the cause of the housing 
of the people. In view of the advanced 
period of the session, the effect of carry- 
ing the motion would be to kill the Bill, 
and twenty-nine sites for schools would 
be gone by the board for twelve months, 
and the time and money spent would 
have to be incurred again de novo next 
session. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) re- 
garded this as a rather serious matter, 
and he thought that those who realised 
the importance of the housing of the 
working classes ought to support the 
motion of his hon. and gallant friend. 
He and his friends had asked for an 
inquiry into this scheme, and had been 


jected the Stepney Council case and/told it was to be referred to a Select 
pissed the Bill did he receive any remon-| Committee. After that understanding, 
strance against the course which had | his right hon. friend the Vice-President, 
been followed. He could assure the | without having said a word to anyone 
House that he had given every informa-| about it, took an absolutely unprece- 


tion upon public matters, and he did not | dented course, which caused the greatest 


possible inconvenience to the opponents 
of the scheme; and then his right 
hon. friend had the boldness to stand 


at the Table and say they had 
never complained of the course 
he had taken until it was done. 


When the Bill went up to the Committee 
3D 
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they said they could not accept the! 
position of the Education Department ; 
and when they came to look into the 
housing question some very remarkable 
evidence was given with reference to 
alternative sites. An alderman of the 
borough of Stepney was examined, and 
gave evidence in respect to more than 
one site. He was asked— 

‘Have you, in the short time you have had 
at your command, been able to consider the 
Cable Street site?” 


The House would observe that it was 
generally recognised that the time was 
much too short. The witness replied— 

“During the last two or three days I have 
consulted local opinion, and it is almost unani- 
mously in favour.” 


Then counsel asked— 
“Cable Street is not a property that you 
would desire to retain?” 


Witness replied— 

It is property which we suggest is in every 
possible respect undesirable property. Yule 
Court, which is an extremely narrow and 
tortuous court, is inhabited by undesirable 
characters, forms one portion.” 


Counsel asked— 

“Could you upon that site carry out an effi- 
cient re-housing scheme for all the people that 
you displace and more?” 


The reply was— 

“In my opinion we could carry out an excel- 
lent scheme which would be a distinct improve- 
ment and boon to the borough.” 


Counsel next asked— 

‘In order to save this Blakesley Street site 
are you further willing to meet the school 
board if you have the opportunity and to con- 
sider the advisability of other sites ? ” 


/ not that been done ? 


Witness replied— 


“Yes, a great burning desire in Stepney 
Borough is to avoid dishousing of the people.” 


Further on counsel objected to the course | 
of the examination. The witness was 
asked to give one or two instances of the 
condition of things in St. George’s-in- 
the-East, and the Report proceeded— 

“Mr. LitrLer: Surely we cannot have 
that? 

THE CHAIRMAN: No. 

THE WITNEsS: You may take it that the 
question of housing there is most acute. 

THE CHAIRMAN: I may take it also that 
the property nearer Shadwell Station would 
be more valuable than the property farther 
away? 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 


{COMMONS} 


| able intervention. 


'a member of the 
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WITNESS : It is slum property very largely. 
I do not know that it will be more valuable 
than the property further away.” 


Then the Chairman made a very remark- 
He said— 


“Supposing that we are impressed by your 
argument in reference to this site, how are we 
going to decide it by declaring the preamble 
proved? What are we to do?” 


Counsel suggested that the site should 
be struck out of the Bill :— 

“THE CHAIRMAN: How are we to make 
our decision in such a form that we bind both 
parties to this site ? 

Mr. LITTLER: It is absolutely impossible. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Put yourself in the best 
position that you can. Take it that you have 
a petition, and that you also present an 
alternative scheme. The alternative scheme 
has never been presented to the other side.” 


Then Mr. Courthope Munroe, counsel 
for the Stepney Borough Council, said 


‘that he only put forward the alternative 


scheme to show his bona fides, and that 
the reference to the Committee was 
“Yea” or No” as to whether that was 
a proper site. 

“THE CHAIRMAN: It is a little more than 
that. We might find that it is a proper site, 
but that your proposed site is a proper site 
also. How are we going to decide it?” 
Therefore, it would be seen that the Com- 
mittee did not go into the merits of the 
different sites at all. That was the result 
of sending the Bill to a Committee accus- 
tomed to work on the definite issues sub- 
mitted to it. What they thought was 
that they were going to have a Committee 
of Inquiry which would really go into the 


| merits at issue—the question of rehousing 


and the question of the block system of 
estimating accommodation. Why had 
He made no impu- 
tation against his right hon. friend or 
the school board. He was not in a posi- 
tion to do so. A very striking fact was 
mentioned by his right hon. friend in the 
last discussion. He said that Mr. Brooks, 
school board, had 
publicly stated that the school board was 
in the habit of evading the rehousing 
question. In connection with that they 
had the report of the education inspector 
| that the site was insufficient. The site 
| just fell short of the right figure to 
_bring it within the Housing Att. 
|They asked for an _ inquiry, _ ther 
| were promised an inquiry, and were told 
that the Bill was to be recommitted. 
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Tele But his right hon. friend without saying { the matter would be regarded so seriously; 
a word to his hon. friend who was moving but it would be impossible to say that 
: in the matter, although he might have | after the present discussion. They asked 
many done so very easily, took an absolutely his right hon. friend to adhere to the 
unprecedented course, which caused the | bargain. He submitted, if understand- 
ve | greatest possible inconvenience to the ings were to be regarded at all, that they 
wi opponents of the scheme ; and then his were right in saying, having put down 
right hon. friend had the boldness to|the very words which had been used 
complain at the Table to-day that they |in the understanding with his right hon. 
should had never remonstrated with him while friend, that he should now assent to the 
he was doing it. When those surrep-| motion. He thought that if they were 
make J titious proceedings were done, they , not met on that point they would have 
7 could not be remonstrated against until the right to resist the Bill to the utmost 
sible. they came to the light of day. They of their power in its subsequent stages. 
ke hail could not know what his right hon. He saw no reason why a Select Committee 
u have | friend was doing when he was acting in should not be appointed on Thursday, 
ent an § secrecy. When they did learn of it and sit on Monday, Tuesday, and Wed- 
scheme J they sought an interview with him at nesday of next week. Then the Bill could 
wi once. He really thought that a breach come back and be read a third time. 
ounsel J of an understanding of that kind was | There would be ample notice until next 
ll, said [| a very grave matter. Everyone knew | Monday, and he hoped the right hon. 
native | how important a feature of the House Gentleman would redeem the promise 
d that } friendly understandings were. The other | he had given. 
e was | day they witnessed an understanding 
at was | between the two Front Benches with Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
reference to the Agricultural Rating hampton, E.): The noble Lord in the 
re than J Bill, and they would as soon have thought | commencement of his speech said that 
er site, J of imputing dishonesty to the right this motion raised a very serious question. 
er site F hon. Gentleman the Member for the|] think it raises two very serious ques- 
Stirling Burghs, or to his right hon. tions, and I should like to draw attention 
» Com- | friend the Leader of the House, as to | to them, totally irrespective of the merits 
of the J imagine that they would not carry out of this particular scheme. The charge 
result J in the spirit and the letter every word which the noble Lord had brought, 
aceus- | they said at the Table. Some of them although he had tried to explain it away, 
es sub- | had criticised the parliamentary methods | a oainst the Government—for in a matter 
it was J of the Irish Members, but in some ar this kind the Government are one 
mittee f respects they were most admirable. and indivisible—of having committed a 
ito the | The hon. Member for Waterford would preach of faith with reference to the 
ousing J as soon cut off his right hand as treat oonduct of business is a verv serious 
tem of J them as they had been treated by his matter, Ihave been inthe House longer 
y had | right hon. friend. He remembered when than the noble Lord, and I do not recol- 
}impu- | the Local Government Bill of 1898 was  Joct a parallel case being brought against 
end or | under discussion how the Irish Members the members of the Cavseueneds with 
a pos: | kept an understanding which had been  jeference to an engagement made across 
et was | arrived at under circumstances of great the floor of the House. I quite agree 
[inthe | temptation. Was there to be one that engagements made across the floor 
3rooks, | quarter of the House, and one quarter of the House are of the most solemn and 
1, had } alone, where understandings were not to binding character ; and I think it is to 
rd was | bekept ? Did the Vice-President stand in the credit of all sections of the House 
jousing | acategory by himself? Werethey, while that hitherto these engagements have 
at they | imposing confidence in an understanding jen universally, honourably, and rigidly 
spector J given in any other quarter of the House, aghered to. The noble Lord asked 
‘he site J to take what fell from him as not being of with something more than indignation, 
‘ure tof Sovereign value? He was sure his right) « Wag it only in one quarter of the House” 
x Act. hon. friend did not intend that, and _ the quarter in which His Majesty’s 
, they} that what they had to complain of was Government sits—“ that these engage- 
ere told J due to some slip, some failure on the part | ments are to be disregarded?” So far 
mitted J of his right hon. friend to realise that | as that is concerned, that is the business 
3D2 
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of the Government, and I regret that 
the Leader of the House is not here— 
no doubt he is absent for some over- 
powering reason or other—to protect the 
honour of his colleagues and the honour 
of the House against a charge of this 
description. There is another question 





involved in which we as Members of the | 


House are more vitally interested. That 
has reference to the conduct of private 
business. How is the House to carry on 
its enormous burden of legislation if 
incidents of this character are to be 
repeated ? The House must at once give 
up the whole of its time to private busi- 
ness, and must declare that it has no 
confidence in its Committees. Are we to 
sit and listen, as we have had to listen 
this afternoon, to the noble Lord reading 
evidence, carefully selected no doubt, 
and making a speech as to the merits of a 
case on which I venture to say the House 
is absolutely incapable of forming an 
opinion? I do not know whether it 
has escaped the attention of the House 
that this matter could have been brought 
before the House of Lords. Why was 
not that course taken? The borough 
of Stepney had a chance of appearing 
before the House of Lords or the House 
of Commons, but did not do so. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said that at the 
time of the last debate they had no 
locus standi. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: I am obliged 
to the noble Lord for reminding me. 
The Vice-President in the last debate 
stated that he would not resist locus 
standi being given, and the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell, representing the 
School Board, distinctly told the House 
he would not raise the question either. 


{COMMONS} 


| proved to be a right decision. 
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the chairman of which was the hon. 
Member for Kidderminster, who had 
great experience in the taking of evidence. 
Counsel on both sides addressed the Com- 
mittee, whatever evidence that could 
be produced was produced, and the 
Committee came to a decision. Now we 
are asked, because the London School 
Board happens to be involved, to lower 
the dignity of the House with reference 
to its private Bill business, and to reverse 
the decision of that Committee. The 
grounds on which that decision was 
given had been inquired into by the 
inspector of the Local Government Board, 
by a Committee of the House, and by 
all the tribunals accessible, and had been 
We are 
asked to reject this Bill, and to put a stop 
to the educational proceedings of the 
School Board, and I venture to submit 
that, even if the evidence were stronger 
than it is, we would make a fatal mistake 


and strike a blow at the system of private 
| Bill procedure if we listened to the appeal 


of the noble Lord and adopted the 


| motion. 


Sir J. GORST: I had no idea that 
the desire of the noble Lord and those 
who act with him was that this case 
should be heard before a Select Com- 
mittee. Very weil ; let it be heard now; 
but there must be a distinct under- 
standing that the proceedings before the 
Committee are not to be dilatory, and 
that they shall report next week in time 
for the Bill to become law. 


Si WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Has it come to this, 
that the Government of the King meets 
such a charge as has been made against 
lit in the speech of the noble Lord by such 
'a speech as that we have just heard! 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: My right hon. The Government and the House of Com- 
friend got up and made a promise that | mons have sunk to a low ebb indeed if 


has not been kept. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: I will leave 
the noble Lord to settle that with his 
right hon. friend. 
Vice-President say that he would not 


object to the borough of Stepney being | never live to see it again. 


that is the sort of tone with which 
‘charges of that kind are to be met by 
‘the responsible Minister. I have been a 
good many years in the House of Con- 


I distinctly heard the _ mons, and I have never known a Govern- 


ment descend so low, and I hope I shall 
The appear- 


given a locus standi. They had their | ance of the noble Lord on the scene tells 
chance, and they let it slip by. Ten days|the whole history of the opposition to 


ago the House said, “‘ Let the Bill go to a | this Bill. 


Committee.”’ It went to a Committee, 
Sir Henry Fowler. 


Of course, the noble Lord’s 
‘opposition is perfectly well understood by 
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everybody. He could not resist the 
temptation when he got hold of the Bill 
of the London School Board at the close 
of the session. There are twenty-nine 
sites in the Bill which are necessary for 
the education of the children of the people 
of this metropolis, and the noble Lord’s 
object—I think he is too honest to deny 
it—is to slay the Bill. =... 4 24 dst 
y a 4 ar cE 

Lorp HUGH CECIL: As the right 
hon. Gentleman challenges me, I cer- 
tainly deny it. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: I only 
said the noble Lord could not deny it, 
because it is an axiom of common sense 
and of law that every man is supposed to 
intend the necessary consequences of his 
own action. If the noble Lord succeeds 
in his motion everybody in the House 
knows that the Bill is destroyed, and I 
shall vote with the full conviction that if 
this Bill is delayed by this motion, it has 
not the smallest chance of passing. To 
maintain otherwise exhibits an inexpe- 
rience of the House of Commons with 
which I would not have thought of 
charging the noble Lord. That is the 
necessary consequence of this motion. I 
think that it would be most deplorable 
for the House of Commons to accept the 
motion, but I agree with my right hon. 
friend that, apart from this particular 
question, the mischief that is growing of 
challenging and overthrowing the deci- 
sions of Committees is ruining the 
business of the country and destroying 
the character of the House of Commons. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The right hon. Gentleman 
has stated that in the whole course of his 
experience he has never known a Govern- 
ment sink so low. I have been as long 
in the House as the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and I think that if anyone has sunk 
low it is the ex-Leader of the House who 
gets up and makes a statement of that 
kind. I agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton, that whenever an under- 
standing is entered into it should be 
fulfilled. I heard my right hon. friend 
accept the proposal made some time 
back. It appears—I do not know whose 
fault it was—that that understanding, 
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which was accepted by one party, had 
not been carried out. When that allega- 
tion was made, in perhaps too unquali-+ 
fied language, by my noble friend, my 
right hon. friend said that if there were 
such an impression in the minds of those 
who entered into the bargain, he would 
do his very best to remove it by adopting 
a procedure by which the matter could 
be settled, but on the understanding 
that there should not be any dilatory 
or obstructive proceedings. What is 
the point on which the ex-Leader of the 
House worked himself up into a passion ? 
A Bill is brought in by the London 
School Board to provide twenty-nine 
sites ; twenty-eight of those sites are not 
in dispute, and only one is questioned. 
Surely, from the point of view of common 
sense, the proper course to take is the 
course suggested by my right hon. 
friend, on the understanding, of course, 
that there should be no obstruction, and 
that the Bill should be sent back in time. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: If anything 
fell from me which appeared to reflect 
on my right hon. friend’s personal credit, 
I desire to say that we appreciate in the 
warmest manner the full and honourable 
way in which he has met it. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he did not 
desire to enter into personalities, but he 
would ask hon. Members to consider 
what the Bill before them was. Enor- 








mous sums had already been spent in 
the preliminaries for the acquisition of 
twenty-nine sites for new schoois in 
London, and if the proposal of the noble 
Lord were accepted, no matter what 
guarantee was given, those twenty-nine 
board schools would not be erected 
within the next eighteen months, and 
London would be short of 20,000 school 
places during the next two years. He 
appealed to the House not to starve 
London children to that extent. The 
noble Lord and his friends had had 
ample opportunity to discuss the Bill. 
The only question at issue between the 
hon. Member for Stepney and the 
London School Board was as to the 
appropriateness or otherwise of the 
Blakesley Street site as compared with 
the Cable Street site. But when they 
considered how close the Cable Street site 
was to the railway, how costly it would 
be, what a large number of people would 
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be dishoused, 
Blakesley Street site held the field, and 
to such an extent that he appealed to 
the House to pass the Bill. If the Cable 
Street site were acquired there would be 
a greater dishousing scheme, and that 
would benefit the rehousing of the poor 
in that locality. The effect of substi- 
tuting Cable Street for Blakesley Street 
would be that the whole of the parishes 
of London would do Stepney’s rehousing 
of what had been termed the undesirable 
poor, and Stepney would benefit at the 
cost of the other parishes. That was a 
burden which the House of Commons 
had no right to impose upon other 
parishes. The noble Lord had accused 
the Vice-President of the Council of a 
breach of a Parliamentary understand- 
ing, and had hinted that surreptitious 
dealings had taken place, and that 
things had been done in secret. He was 
glad that the noble Lord had apologised 
for that statement, and perhaps he would 
remember what took place in regard to 
the Cuthill Road board  school- at 
Camberwell. After that board school 
had passed through in the Bill the noble 
Lord prevailed upon the Vice-President 
of the Council to strike out the Cuthill 
Road site. He would remind the noble 
Lord when he talked of breaches of 
Parliamentary understanding that he 
had been instrumental in striking out 
the Cuthill Road site, greatly to the 
detriment of London’s education. He 
associated himself with the criticisms 
which had been made in regard to the 
length of time which private business 
was taking, but he did not think it was 
being needlessly wasted in discussing a 
Bill like this, which he was sure would 
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he thought that the! 
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not conduce to a good understanding 
between educational reformers. He 
believed that the Board of Education 
had done everything in their power to 
satisfy the Stepney Borough Council. 
He also wished to associate himself with 
everything that the hon. Member for 
Camberwell had said in his clear, con- 
vineing, and positive speech. He ap- 
pealed finally to the Vice-President of 
the Board of Education to remember 
that he had no guarantee from the noble 
Lord opposite that if this Bill was post- 
poned it would be passed this year. On 
the contrary, there was every reason to 
suspect that if this Bill were postponed 
even for three days it would be lost 
altogether. The Stepney Borough 
Council had now gone for their holidays, 
and their parliamentary committee was 
probably at Margate, Eastbourne, or 
elsewhere. If the noble Lord wanted to 
wreck this Bill, and deprive London of 
twenty-nine board school sites, then his 
object would be secured by the suggestion 
of the Vice-President of the Couneil. 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
to withdraw his suggestion, and thus 
enable the London School Board to go 
on with its excellent work of providing 
school places for the children of this great 
city, who would be scandalously neglected 
if the motion of the hon. and gallant 
Member for Stepney was persisted in. 
He appealed to the Vice-President to 
give the House some guarantee that this 
Bill would be passed before the session 
closed. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 144 ; Noes, 
153. (Division List No. 411.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


Mr. John Burns. 


Colville, John 


| Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 


Dillon, John 


| Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvall, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 


| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Craig, Robert Hunter 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, CharlesM. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher _ 
Foster, SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Fow ler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gilhooly, James 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Harwood, George 
Hayden, ‘John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 


Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D, 
Heath,James (Staffords,N. W. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, Dav. Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Lambton,Hon. 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. 

Beach ;RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bill, C harles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 


Cavendish, VCW.(Derbyshire) | 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Ev elyn (Aston Manor) 
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| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William | Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen 


| Moss, Samuel 
| Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John: 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


‘rederick Wm. | 


| Hall, Edward Marshall 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm, )| 


Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| 


Horner, Frederick William 


Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, Pid 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Ks A. (Saffron Walden) 


| Pirie, Duncan V 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 


' Reddy, M. 


NOES. 


Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, ‘William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chath’m 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, SirEdwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fine h, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Freder ick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edwd. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,SW 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 


| re J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


Gore, HnG R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 


Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJ oachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury 


Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton,Mar of(L’nd’nder’y | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn Robert Wm. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


| Lowther, C. 
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Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, Z. Compton 
Robertson, Pamand (Dundee) 
Roche, John 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Soares, Ernest J 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W.( Yorks, W.R.) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( Yorks, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, A. S. (Yorks, E. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. M‘Arthur and Mr. 
Causton. 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo,T. (Denbigh 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
(Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Maimwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, Wm. (Antrim, N.) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 


| Mount, William Arthur 
| Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Nicol, ‘Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Peel,Hn.Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
| Perey, Earl 

| Pierpoint, Robert 

| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.- Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant,James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville,Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Thornton, Pere 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Can the Select 
Committee be appointed to-morow ? 


Sir J. GORST: I hope so. 1 am 
endeavouring to arrange with the autho- 
rities of the House to have the Select 
Committee appointed to-morrow, and | 
hope they will sit on Thursday. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) asked whether the 
House could be assured that the Com- 
mittee would be appointed to-morrow, 
or was it subject to the confirmation of 
the noble Lord the Member for Green- 
wich ? 


Sm J. GORST: It is subject to the 
Committee not being opposed in this 
House. Therefore, if the House will 
appoint it without opposition, it might 
be appointed to-morrow. I will do my 
best to get it appointed. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman give any 
sort of guarantee to the House that the 
Bill will be passed during the present 
session | 


Sir J. GORST: Yes. 


Mr. CAINE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give any guarantee to that 
effect ? 


Sir J. GORST : I will guarantee it as 
far as I can. I have no doubt myself 
that the Committee on Thursday and 
Friday will be able to dispose of the ques- 
tion. If it is not disposed of on Friday 
it might be adjourned until Monday, and 
no doubt the Bill will be reported on 
Tuesday or Wednesday next week, and 
can be passed into law this session. 


{COMMONS} 


Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos, Myles | 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | Walrond,RtHn.SirWilliamH. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C(NorthmbTyneside 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) | 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Taibot, Lord E. 
Talbot, RtHnJG(Oxford Univ. 
y M. 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. M. 





Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 





Scotland): Will the noble Lord the 
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Business. 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
| Valentia, Viscount 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne’. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-( Bir.) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks. ), 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Major Evans-Gordon and 
Mr. W. F. D. Smith. 


(Chichester) 


Member for Greenwich be appointed 
chairman of the Committee ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Main Question, as amended, put and 
agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to a Select Committee. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS, who had on the 
Paper notice to move an Instruction to 
the Committee to leave out plan No. 22 
from the Schedule to the Provisional 
Order (page 13, lines 1 to 35), said that 
if the moving of the Instruction standing 
in his name would imperil the passing of 
this Bill he should hesitate very much 
in moving it. After the understanding 
which had been arrived at with the 
gentleman who had charge of this 
matter, he asked the House to give him 
permission to withdraw his Instruction. 


MOND GAS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments 
agreed to. 


considered, and 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC: 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords 


Reported, with an Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. and te be printed. 


CITY 
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WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS | EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 To 1895. 
BILL [Lecdi} Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
Reported, without amendment; Re-| of 15th June, 1901, giving effect to the 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be Anglo-Servian Extradition Treaty of 
printed 6th December, 1900 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. : 
CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- BEQUESTS (IRELAND). 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to |, Copy presented, of Fifty-sixth Annual 


lie upon the Table, and to be printed Report of the Commissioners of Charit- 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- | able Donations and Bequests for Ireland 
morrow. [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


‘ That they have agreed to Derby Return presented, relative thereto 
Corporation Bil! ; London United Tram- [ordered 5th August ; ye Gavadd 
ways Bill; Wallasey Improvement Bill ; Balfour]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
with Amendments. printed. [No. 306.] 
That they have agreed to Amendment : 
to Arlesey Gas Bill [Lords]. INCOME TAX ASSESSMENTS, 1896-1900. 
That they have agreed to Amendments —_ Return presented, relative thereto 
to Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [ordered 20th June; Mr. Austen Cham- 
[Lords]; Bournemouth Corporation Bill ' berlain] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
[Lords] ; Broadstairs and St. Peter’s printed. [No. 307.] 
Water and Improvement Bill [Lords] ; 
Elland Gas Bill [Lords] ; Barrow-in- , IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PURCHASE 
Furness Corporation Bill [Lords]; Sal- OF LAND (IRELAND) ACT, 1891). 
ford Corporation Bill [Lords], without Copy presented of Return of Advances 


amendment. under the Act during the year ended 
eres 31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 
PETITIONS. the Table, and to be printed. [No. 308.] 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT 1896), COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. Copy presented of Report No. 328 
Petition from Shotts, in favour; to (Turks and Caicos Islands Annual Re- 
lie upon the Table. port for 1900) [by Command]; to lie 


upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Hednesford : | 
Hebden Bridge; and Rotherham; to, Return presented, relative thereto 
lie upon the Table. [ordered 29th July; Mr. Wolff]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


“MINERVA” AND “HYACINTH” 
TRIALS. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION | 
BILL AND ROYAL DECLARATION 
BILL. TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Petition from Southport, against ; to, Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 


lie upon the Table. ‘Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
cailehit. , 2677 to 2679 [by Command]; to lie 
_ upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


a | COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). | SITTINGS.) 


Return [presented 5th August] to be| Address for ‘“ Returns from every 
printed. [No. 305.] | County Court in England and Wales of 











1399 


Returns, 


the total number of Plaints, &c., entered 
in each Court from the Ist day of January 
to the 31st day of December, 1900, both 
days inclusive, distinguishing those not 
exceeding £20, those above £20 and not 
exceeding £50, and those by agreement 
over £50.” 


“ And, of the Sittings of the County | 


Courts in England and Wales holden 
before the Judges of such Courts in the 
year 1900 (in continuation of Parlia- 


{COMMONS} 


veports, Le, 1400 


1900).”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


Femina Paper, No. 361, of Session 


POST OFFICE (REVENUE AND 
EXPENDITURE). 

Return ordered, ‘“‘of Revenue and 
Expenditure of the Post Office for each 
year from 1869-70 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 327, of Session 
1900), and an Estimate of the same 
| for the year ended the 31st day of March 
| 1901, in the following form :— 

















Revenue. | Expenditure. 
} 
a ee | £0 
Sites and Other 5 2 
| buildings. | | as = Expenditure. mo} 3 
| | | 6 = + ge cone 
| = | |S sil hm = & — 
Sb, am |S es erae sias o¢ 
oS ne ~~ a |e ES ze 22 as 
ies fi eo gf em" =| 6 w o Bie 2a 
2208 2S iP=e Sem S 3 ae ee | 
BES Ss s. lg sel’ Ss Pl of 2 2 OS $815 
odo 2 BS |e M32 223.5 ZS = 2 os E/E x 
Seley 2 Ee ; 3 A | — s ow. og 
Pio S8e g ¢ ERS -solaissenrl Se ifivaeicies 
=|, |S s S 252 SE" Beef se! LB ~% |P EQ\SI2E 
~~ SIS ELF a S Ba OlE/9 s|\2/DOR 9 Ose os el Of Sih= 
S /$lotsoO 8! = 9 Beelsiesizicsaessi sa Sis 18) 2 Sl vlo® 
o OAR ATS 5B Be so PCR O-16/5 Fe 3 ES ar 1S 5? 9) 0% 
a fe a aM 12 Aa Ay a} 2 =) San ZZ 
] 2| 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10) ll 12 13 14, 15 
| H j 
—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
| year from 1869-70 (in continuation of 
POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE Parliamentary Paper, No. 326, of Session 
‘i 7¥PENDITURE ee . i 
AND EXPENDITURE). |} 1900), and an Estimate for the same 


Return ordered, “of Revenue and 
Expenditure of the Post Office for each 


for the year ended the 31st day of March, 
1901, in the following form :— 
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Revenue. Expenditure. . 7 | 
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® slit 
“2 © | |e | = cs 
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-_ | % 3 = ee | ie | nr) eo & 
a\Eo 25 |8 joo | TMlng 
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—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
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BENEFICES ACT, 1898. | 


} 
! 


Address tor “ Return, in the following | 
form :— | 


Return of Transfers of Rights of Patron- 
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age registered under the Benefices 
Act, 1898, during the year 1900 (to 
be extracted from the Register 
prescribed by Rules 2 and 3 of the 
Benefices Act, 1898). 





esses, and descriptions 
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teturn of Benefices (if any) in respect 
of which refusals of Institution were 
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and «descriptions | 


period for registration | 


Date of last institution or admis- 
Reservation in favour of transferor 
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made under the Benefices Act, 1898, 
during the year 1900. 





Grounds 


Diocese. | Name of Benefice. 


| 

| 

| 
bas 

| | 
Return of Benefices (if any) in respect 
of which Commissions were issued 


during the year 1900, under the 
Pluralities Act, 1838, as amended 


Refusal. 


Result of Appeal 
(if any). 


of Whether any 


| 
| Appeal. 





by the Pluralities Act Amendment 
Act, 1885, and the Benefices Act, 
1898. 





If adverse, whether followed 





| Whether the Report by— 
Name _ | of the Commissioners * Whether | Result of 
Diocese. of _| was in favour of or any Appeal 
| Benefice. | gy renee core Appointment | Inhibition of Appeal. | (if any). 


ot Curate. 


Incumbent. 











| 
| 


—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—NATIVE LABOUR 
LAWS IN THE TRANSVAAL. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies with 
reference to the proclamation of the 











; 


Administrator of the Transvaal, pub- 
lished in London on 31st July, whether 
its prohibition of the flogging of natives 
in the Transvaal goldfields for all offences 
other than contravention of Section 18 
of the Native Pass Law, No. 23, of 1899, 
includes abolition of punishment by 
lashes sanctioned in Sections 149, 150, 
and 151 of the Gold Law, No. 15, of 1898. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
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_ Birmingham, W.): I am now informed 
by telegraph that the proclamation does 
not deal with the sections of the Gold 
Law referred to. I am advised, however, 
that Section 150 of the Gold Law is now 
obsolete and has been replaced by the 
provisions of the Pass Law of 1899. The 
penalty of lashes under Section 151 is not 
imperative, and Lord Kitchener states 
that there is no fear with the present 


magistrates of there being any abuse of | 


the discretion given to them under it. 
The only provisions of the two laws under 
which infliction of lashes appears to be 
possible are Section 18 of the Pass Law and 
Section 149 of the Gold Law, and both will 
be reconsidered on Lord Milner’s arrival 
in South Africa. 


KRUGER’S TREASURE, 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if it was pointed out to Captain Crowe, 
the British Government Consul at 
Delagoa Bay, that treasure of ex-Presi- 
dent Kruger, approximately valued at 
£2,000,000, was on board a vessel in the 
river, and whether he is aware that 
Captain Crowe employed a man, known 
for his drunken qualities, to effect its 
seizure, with the result that the treasure 
was buried in the river by those on board 
the vessel, and finally, with the aid of 
the United States Consul Hollis and an 
American captain, was conveyed from 
Delagoa Bay to a foreign port; and 
whether, in the event of his not being in 
possession of full particulars, he will state 
what information he has with respect 
to the failure to seize this and other trea- 
sure of great value of ex-President 
Kruger in Portuguese territory. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester) : 
details mentioned are not known to His 
Majesty’s Government, nor do they think 
that any useful purpose would be served 
by now making inquiries in regard to 
them. Delagoa Bay is Portuguese terri- 
tory, and neither Captain Crowe nor any 
other British officer could seize gold there, 
whether belonging to Mr. Kruger or to 
any other person. The Portuguese 
Government prohibited provisionally the 


{COMMONS} 


The | 
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'export of gold in order that inquiries 
might be made in regard to particular 
consignments the ownership of which 
was in dispute. But the evidence did 
not enable His Majesty's Government 
to take any legal steps in the direction 
of asserting that the consignment was 
the property of the Transvaal Adminis- 
tration. His Majesty’s Government have 
no reason to believe that any gold was 
conveyed from Delagoa Bay through 
the instrumentality of the United States 
Consul or in an American ship. 


Questions. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the 
noble Lord make further inquiries, as 
what I stated are facts given me bya 
resident in Delagoa Bay ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is only contradicting the 
answer. 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state how many men, 
women, and children have taken advan- 
tage of the permission to leave the refugee 
camps in the Transvaal and Orange 
River colonies. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : I am not in 
possession of any information bearing 
on the question. 


Mr. LOUGH: Has any advantage 
been taken of the permission to leave ? 


Lorp STANLEY : 
mation. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): Will the War Office obtain infor- 
mation on this point from time to time ! 


Lorp STANLEY: Lord Kitchener is 
perfectly sure to keep the War Office 
informed. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 


S.): Oh yes, leave it to his discretion. 
Lorp STANLEY : Certainly. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 


_the Secretary of State for War whether 
the medical officers’ report upon the state 
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of health of the children in Bloemfontein 
refugee camp, which was asked for by 
Lord Kitchener a month ago, has been 
yet received, and, if so, will it be published 
in extenso, and how soon. 


Lorp STANLEY : The report has not 
yet been received. 


Mr. FLYNN: Did you not telegraph 
for it on the 27th June ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I believe that was | 


about the date. 


PRESENTATION OF WAR MEDALS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
heg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office, seeing that each man of the 
63rd Wiltshire Imperial Yeomanry who 
was selected to attend at the presentation 
of medals by His Majesty the King on 
the 26th ultimo was informed by circular 
letter from the adjutant, dated 20th July, 
that he would receive ls. 6d. from the 
officer commanding his company in pay- 
ment for breakfast, will he explain why 
this amount has in no instance been paid. 


~Lorp STANLEY : I am not aware of 
any such matter nor has it anything to 
do with the War Office, being purely a 
private arrangement between the officer 


and the men. 


Mr. WEIR: If I send a copy of the | 


circular, will the noble Lord inquire ? 


Lorp STANLEY: It has nothing to 
do with the War Office. 


YEOMANRY—ARREARS OF PAY. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Financial 


Secretary to the War Office if he will, 


explain why a trooper of the 62nd Com- 
pany Imperial Yeomanry, who was 
invalided home from South Africa on 
llth September last, has not yet re- 
ceived a settlement of his pay, notwith- 
standing the fact that the War Office 
communicated with him on 26th March 
last intimating that inquiry was being 
made in regard to the arrears due to him ; 
and will immediate steps be taken by the 
War Office to pay without further delay 


any arrears due to members of the | 


Imperial Yeomanry. 
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' Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
‘this particular case. Will the hon. 
Member be good enough to forward me 
the name of the man to enable me to 
make such inquiry as may be necessary. 
I have on previous occasions replied to 
the question put by the hon. Member 
in the last paragraph. 


Mr. WEIR: If I give the man’s name, 
will the noble Lord see that no action 
is taken against him ? 


i 
} 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, none will 
be taken against him. 


MOUNTED TROOPS. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
| whether he can state what steps, if any, 
are being taken to provide and train 
fresh mounted troops in this country 
for keeping up the strength of, reinfore- 
ing, and relieving the mounted troops of 
the Army in South Africa. 


Lorp STANLEY : Mounted reinforce- 
ments have not been asked for, but men 
are being trained both for cavalry and 
mounted infantry in order to send out, 
as they may be wanted, men to fill 
vacancies and complete establishments. 


RETURN OF RESERVISTS. 

) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state when the 
reserve men will be allowed to return 
from South Africa. 

Lorp STANLEY: I am not yet in a 
position to reply to this question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
noble Lord aware that very great hard- 
ship exists among the families of reservists 
in consequence of the long time the men 
are kept in South Africa ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I conceive that the 
men will be allowed to return as soon as 
possible. 

EXECUTION OF REBELS—COMPULSORY 
ATTENDANCE OF BURGHERS. 

Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: I beg to ask 

_ the Secretary of State for War whether 
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leading residents of Middleburg, in-|the war in South Africa since 31st 
cluding Mr. De Waal, a member of the| March I have nothing to add to the 
Cape Legislative Assembly, were ordered | statement made by the Financial Secre- 
to attend and were present at the execu-| tary to the War Office, nor do I think it 
tion at Middleburg, on the 10th July, | necessary to lay Papers with respect to a 
of a Cape colonist named Frederick | Supplementary Estimate which is not 


| 
: | 
Abram Marais, who was captured in | asked for. 
| 


action and tried for high treason, | 
without the assistance of legal advisers,} Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: On behalf 
by a court-martial, which was formed} of the hon. Member for the Saffron 
by a colonel of artillery and two Militia | Walden Division of Essex, I beg to ask 
officers, who sentenced Marais to death ;| Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
by whom was the order given that the| he can state what was the total war 
inhabitants of Middleburg should be | expenditure in South Africa incurred up 
present at Marais’ execution, and was to 3lst March, 1901; what is the esti- 
this order given with the sanction of Lord | mated war expenditure for the year 
Kitchener. /ending 31st March, 1902 ; what is the 
estimated expenditure other than that for 
the South African War, including Supple- 
mentary Estimates, for the year ending 
31st March, 1902 ; what is the estimated 
contribution from Imperial sources in 
relief of local rates for the same period ; 
and what is the estimated total Imperial 
expenditure, including the above items, 
for the year ending 31st March, 1902. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that many 
prominent men of the town and sur round- 
ing country were ordered to be present | 
and attend at the execution on 13th July, 
at Cradock, of Johannes Petrus Coetzee, | 
who had been found guilty of high 
treason by a court-martial, without the 
advantage of legal advice in making his | 
defence ; by whom was this order given, | 
and was this order given! with the sanc- 
tion of Lord Kitchener. © 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member will find the figures asked for 
|in his first and second questions in my 

Lorp STANLEY: No report of the Budget speech, and in the Return 
executions or the occurrences referred | obtained by the hon. Member for Poplar 
to in the above questions has reached | 0” 30th April. The estimated expendi- 
the War Office. ture other than that for the South 
| African War, including Supplementary 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will you | Estimates in which there is a very large 
telegraph for it 2 5 | charge for civil expenditure in South 
; | Africa for the current year, is 
Lorp STANLEY: No. Sir. that is | £132, 006,000. The estimated contribu- 
tion from taxation in relief of local rates 
iin 1901-2 is £9,808,000. The total 
| estimated expenditure for the year, 


: : including war expenditure in South 
WAR AND IMPERIAL EXPENDITURE. | Africa as well as the above items, is 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | £201,154,000. 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask Mr. | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
will lay Papers upon the Table showing 
the amount spent on the war in South CotoneEL DENNY — (Kilmarnock 
Africa since 31st March last, and explain-| Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
ing the ground on which he bases his! of State for War if he has come to any 
estimate that the amount of the Supplies | definite decision yet as to the future 
already voted will be sufficient to carry | position of the Volunteer mounted com- 
on the war until the middle of February. | panies. 


not necessary. Lord Kitchener will 
report. 


VOLUNTEER MOUNTED COMPANIES. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX-| Lorp STANLEY: No decision has yet 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, | been arrived at, but I understand that 
Bristol, W.) : As to the amount spent on | my right hon. friend has been consulting 
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with various commanding officers of | total number of men rated at less than 
mounted infantry as to the future of | 24s. a week is 2,228. 
these companies. | 


UNDER-AGE RECRUITS—CASE OF 


ARMY CLOTHING DEPARTMENT— HENRY MELLON. 
y r > ’ Ty ,a TAT ; ma +4 
WORKERS’ TRADE UNION. Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


Mr. WEIR: On behalf of the junior dee): I beg to ask the Financial Secre-- 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil, I beg toask tary to the War Office whether, con- 
the Secretary of State for War whether | sidering that the boy Henry Mellon, 
he can state by whose authority the who, although only seventeen and a half 
chief ordnance officer of the Royal Army | years of age, has already served more 
Clothing Department has informed the | than two years in the 2nd_ Battalion 
secretary of the workpeoples’ trade union | Black Watch Royal Highlanders, and 
that he declines to recognise the union as_ passed through thirteen engagements in 
an intermediary between himself and the South Africa, being still several months 
workpeople, or to receive any deputation under the legal age for enlistment, he can 
which purports to convey the views of its be allowed a fortnight furlough to see his 
members, and whether this is in accord-| parents, who have three other sons in 
ance with the practice adopted towards! His Majesty’s service, before embarking 
trade unions by the heads of other State! for South Africa. 
departments of industry. 

Lorp STANLEY : Private Mellon is a 

Lorp STANLEY: The State cannot prisoner under a sentence of court- 
recognise any intermediary between the martial. Furlough can only be granted 
head of a Government department and to soldiers on duty. Matters of leave 
the workpeople in that department. are entirely in the hands of general 

officers commanding, and I am not dis- 

ARMY CLOTHING DEPARTMENT— _ Posed to in any way interfere with their 

OVERTIME PAY. | discretion. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : ‘ — iain 
[ beg to ask the Finawofal Secretary . Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : ( ca 
the War Office whether he will consider | 2° the boy be released for a short time ? 
the advisability of paying ordinary rate 
of pay on all time over their recognised 
hours of employment to the employees in 
the Royal Army Clothing Department. 


Lorp STANLEY: The question is 
entirely one for the general ofticer com- 
manding. If he thinks it right no 
objection will be offered. 

Lorp STANLEY : It would not appear 
expedient to make the alteration sug- 
gested, 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): Has any 
consideration been given to the fact that 
the boy was only fifteen years of age ? 


ARMY ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT Lorp STANLEY: Yes, the whole 
WOOLWICH—LABOURERS’ WAGES. case has been considered, 
CoLtoneL HUGHES (Woolwich) : I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the : ; —- 
War Office if he will state how many Any a cares 
labourers employed in the Army Ord- : 
nance Department at Woolwich are re-, Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Financial 
ceiving less than 24s. per week, distin-| Secretary to the War Office if he will 
guishing the number of men employed state when the Report of the Army 
at each separate rate. Medical Department for the year 1900 
7 | will be issued, and will he explain the 
Lorp STANLEY : It is not possible to | reason for the delay in its publication. 
calculate the number of labourers re- 
ceiving less than 24s. a week in the) Lorp STANLEY: As the Indian Re- 
manner asked for by my hon. friend| turns do not reach the War Office until 
owing to the variations of overtime. The the autumn following the year in ques- 
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tion, and then have to be edited, it is 
never possible to produce the Report 
within twelve months of the period to 
which it refers. 
will probably be published in January, 
1902. 


Mr. WEIR: Then am I to understand 
that the Report is two years old before it 
is published ? 

Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; the 
Report for the year ending December, 


{COMMONS} 
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| Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
| has misunderstood a Report which is 
| now two years old. The Report did not 
refer to bath accommodation, but to the 
way in which the baths were kept. 
There is no allusion to this in subsequent 
Reports, and presumably they are now 
properly kept. 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR: May I remind the noble 
Lord that I got this information from 
the last published Report? The Report 
to which he refers is not in the Library. 


1900, will be published a year and a day | 


after, not two years. 


Mr. WEIR: The present one is two 
vears old. 


PIERSHILL BARRACKS, EDINBURGH. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office, seeing that 
the commanding officer at  Piershill 
Barracks, Edinburgh, has informed the 
War Office that he is not aware that a 
Report has been issued stating that the 
bath accommodation at the barracks is 
‘insufficient, will reference be made to 
the last issued Report of the Army 
Medical Department in which it is shown, 
at page 57, that the Principal Medical 
Officer, Scottish District, reports at 
Piershill the bath accommodation for 
the number of troops was still insuffi- 
cient, and will he say whether any steps 
have yet been taken to provide sufficient 
bath accommodation at these barracks. 


Lorp STANLEY: This Report is for 
1899. The general officer commanding 
the district has not subsequently asked 
for more baths, and therefore no steps 
have been taken in view of the fact that 
Piershill Barracks will cease to be a 
cavalry barracks as soon as the new 
barrack taken for in the loan is com- 
pleted. 


PERTH BARRACKS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether he is 
aware that the Report of the Principal 
Medical Officer for the Scottish district 
shows that the bath accommodation at 
Perth Barracks is unsatisfactory, and 


will he say what action, if any, has been | 


taken in regard to the representations 
made on the subject. 


LONDON SCOTTISH VOLUNTEERS— 
CANTEEN ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether he 
is aware that dissatisfaction exists 
amongst the members of the London 
Scottish Volunteer Corps in connection 
with the regimental canteen arrange- 
ments, and will he cause some inquiry to 
be made into the matter. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; i am 
not aware of any such dissatisfaction 
among the members. The matter is one 
for the corps to deal with, and not for 
the War Office. 


DESTITUTE VETERANS—CASE OF 
WILLIAM M‘'GOWRAN. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that William 
M‘Gowran, a man upwards of seventy 
years of age, who served for twenty-five 
years in the 31st Regiment, and was 
in the Crimean campaign, and the cam- 
paigns in North China in 1860 and in 
South China in 1863, and is the holder 
of three medals, is now without a pension 
or any gratuity whatever from the War 
Office, and is at present an inmate of the 
workhouse, Ballyshannon, county Done- 
gal; and will the authorities of the 
War Office take any, and, if so, what steps 
to rescue this man, having regard to 
his long service, from destitution. 


| beg to 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
‘has apparently been misinformed, as 
the master of the Ballyshannon Union 
has informed the War Office that there 
is noinmate of that namethere. Further 
inquiries are being made in regard to 


| 
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the man from the Officer commanding 
the regimental district concerned. 


HOUNSLOW BARRACKS—DRAINAGE. 


Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if he will 
state the name of the contractor who 
reconstructed the drainage of Hounslow 
Barracks, what was the contract price, 
and whether the work was carried out to 
specification, and, seeing that the work 
cost £11,092 instead of £6,500 as per 
original estimate, will arrangements be 
made in future by the War Office to 
secure competent men to prepare plans. 
specifications, and to take out quantities 
for such work. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 
add to the information which I have 
already given the hon. Member on this 
matter. 


Mr. WEIR: May | remind the noble 
Lord that he has never given me any 


information ? Cannot he answer the 


last part of my question ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I think if the hon. 
Member will refer to my answer he 
will find the information. 


Mr. WEIR: It is no reply at all. 


H.M. NAVY—MACKINTOSH PATENT. 
Mr. MAJENDIE (Portsmouth): | 


beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 
whether his attention has been drawn | 


to the Mackintosh Patent, which has 
for its object the prevention of fatalities 
to stokers and engineers owing to the 
bursting of steam pipes and_ similar 
accidents ; and whether, in view of the 
importance of the prevention of these 
accidents to the Royal Navy and Merean- 
tile Marine, he will take steps to obtain 


information on the subject, and cause | s.. the buildings of the Naval College 
experiments to be made for the purpose | 


of testing the efficacy of this or any | 


other method of a similar nature. 


THe SECRETARY To tHe ADMI- 


RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteR, Belfast, | 
W.): The patent referred to by the hon. | 


Member has not been brought under the 
notice of the Admiralty. If submitted 


by the patentees it will be examined in 
the ordinary course. 
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CHIEF PETTY OFFICERS’ PENSIONS. 
Mr. MAJENDIE: I beg to ask the 

|Secretary to the Admiralty whether 

| the Admiralty have come to any decision 
with regard to the chief petty officers’ 
pension question, which is understood 
to be under consideration. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No de- 
cision has yet been arrived at with 
regard to the subject referred to in the 
question. 


Questions. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION—TESTING OF 
ARMOUR PLATES. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he is aware that 
the battleship “‘ Mikasa,”’ which is being 
built for the Japanese Government 
by Vickers, Sons, and Maxim, at the 
Naval Constructing Yard at Barrow. 
is being stripped of her armour plates 
in consequence of these having been 
condemned by the Japanese examiner ; 
whether similar plates have been used 
on His Majesty’s ships “ Vengeance,” 
“ Hogue,” Uralis,” and ‘‘ King Alfred.” 
which have been or are now in process 
of being built by the same yard ; and 
| whether these plates have passed the 
necessary tests. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Admi- 
ralty are informed that some plates 
supplied by Messrs. Vickers, Sons, and 
Maxim to the Japanese ship ‘ Mikasa ”’ 
'were condemned for imperfections. 
| Plates from the same makers have been 
supplied for some of His Majesty’s ships. 
They have all been chemically tested, 
are strictly in accordance with the 
sample plates, and show no imperfections. 


DARTMOUTH NAVAL COLLEGE. 
Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
| whether he is aware that the contractor 


at Dartmouth has sub-let the stone work 
to another contractor ; and whether it is 
the practice, in the case of Government 
‘contracts, for the work to be sub-let 
without due inquiry as to the condition 
under which the sub-contractor carries 
| on his work, 

*THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
|RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
| bridge) : The preparation and supply of 

3 E 
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materials, whether stone, iron, or wood | discussions have advanced so far as to 
work, for use on contract works are not | enable any general conclusions that may 
usually carried out by the contractor | have been already reached to be stated 
himself. The contractor is on the Admi- | to the House. 

ralty list, and has signed the Fair Wages | 


Resolution, 
Clause 12 of the conditions of contract. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Will the hon. 
Member answer the latter part of my 
question ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: This is not a case 
of sub-letting, but of preparation of 
materials. 


INDIAN AGRICULTURAL BANKS. 
Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


which is also embodied in | 


(a final court of appeal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The con- 
ference was invited for the purpose of 
eliciting the opinion of the colonies and 
of the Government of India in regard to 
No scheme or 
suggestion was laid before the conference 
by His Majesty’s Government, but a 
general expression of opinion was asked 
for. After a preliminary discussion at 
the first meeting it was agreed that the 
colonial delegates should meet separately 
and formulate resolutions for considera- 


tion at a subsequent meeting of the full 


GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to | 


ask the Secretary of State for India if his 
attention has been drawn to a note pre- 


pared last December by a committee | 


appointed by the Governor General of 
India to consider the question of agricul- 
tural banks in India ; whether the Board 
of Revenue has submitted its views on 
the various suggestions made in that 
note, as required by the last paragraph 
therein ; and whether he has taken the 


conference. The majority of the dele- 
gates, after several private meetings, 
submitted resolutions to the effect that 
appeals should continue to lie from the 
colonies and from India to His Majesty 


in Council, and that appointments to the 


| Judicial Committee should from 


time 


'to time be made from the Dominion of 


|Canada and Newfoundland, 


scheme into consideration, and is pre- | 


pared to sanction its adoption. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : 
the conclusions arrived at by an informal 
conference which sat last December to 
consider the 
banks. 


to the various local governments, and 


the Com- 
monwealth of Australia, New Zealand, 
South Africa, the Crown Colonies, and 
India, that the persons so appointed 
should, if judges vacate any judicial office 


held at the time of such appointment, 


I have seen a note recording | 


question of agricultural | 
Copies of that note were sent | 


their opinions were invited, and have | 


recently been received and are now under 


the consideration of a committee sitting | 


at Simla for the purpose. I hope shortly 


to receive from the Indian Government | 


hold office for life or a term of years, and 
should be paid an adequate salary. It 
was further suggested that arrangements 
should be made for securing a large 
attendance of Lords of Appeal at sittings 
of the Judicial Committee, and that the 
colonies should suggest such alterations 
of procedure as might tend to the avoid- 
ance of delay, the simplification of pro- 
cedure, and the lessening of costs. Mr. 
Justice Hodges, who represented the 
Commonwealth of Australia, was, how- 
ever, of opinion that there should be one 


their views upon this most important | Imperial Court of Final Appeal in whieh 


question. 


IMPERIAL COURT OF APPEAL. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether it is intended to present to 


Parliament any Papers relating to the | 
recent conference at the Colonial Office | 
with representatives of the self-governing | 


colonies on the subject of a final court 
of appeal; and, if not, whether the 


| should be vested the appellate jurisdiction 
| of the House of Lords and Privy Council. 
Mr. Justice Emerson, representing New- 
foundland, agreed with the majority of 
‘the colonial delegates subject to the 
‘above proposal for one final court of 
appeal. Sir James Prendergast, repre- 
senting New Zealand, while also agreeing 
with the majority of the colonial dele- 
gates, considered that the time might 
| arrive at no remote date for the estab- 


lishment of a new final court of appeal 
| 
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for the whole Empire, but he saw no 


Questions. 


reason for any colonial representation | 


on the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council of colonies whose legal systems 
were substantially the same as that of 
England. It appeared from these 
opinions that, while not absolutely unani- 
mous, the great majority of the delegates 
were opposed to any drastic changes in 
the present Court of Appeal, and accord- 
ingly His Majesty’s Government do not 
propose to suggest such changes, although 
they will, in accordance with the reso- 
lutions of the conference, ask the various 
Governments concerned to suggest such 
alterations of procedure as may seem to 
them desirable. 


Mr. BRYCE: Am I right in under- 
standing that the conference will not 
meet again in the course of the next few 
months ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir ; 
the conference has finally separated. 


MOORISH ENVOY TO THIS COUNTRY. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Moorish ambassador lately 
specially accredited to this country was 
arrested on his return to Morocco and 
is now in disgrace, and whether Kaid 
McLean, who accompanied him, feels 
obliged to refrain from returning to 
Morocco City, and is remaining at Maza- 
gan ; and, if so, whether these incidents 
are in any way connected with the 
negotiations between the British Govern- 
ment and the ambassador, and whether 
the Government propose to take any 
steps in the matter. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: According 
to the information obtained by His 
Majesty’s Minister at Tangier the reports 
respecting the disgrace of the Moorish 
envoy are not correct. There is no 
indication that his proceedings in this 
country have met with the Sultan's 
disapproval. Kaid Sir H. McLean, it is 
believed, left Mazagan for Morocco City 
with the envoy on the 27th ultimo. 


Mr. LOUGH: Has not the envoy been 
arrested ? 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: No, Sir. 
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CHINA — FLOGGING BY GERMAN 
TROOPS OF CHINESE SAILORS IN 
BRITISH EMPLOY. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has inquired 
into the case of firing upon Chinese 
sailors on a British ship, at Tientsin, by 
(serman troops, and whether these sailors 
were imprisoned and flogged by the 
German authorities ; if so, whether any 
compensation has been demanded for 
them by His Majesty’s Government. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: It appears 
that two of the crew were tied together 
and taken to the German guard house, 
and were struck. On 21st May I in- 
formed the hon. Gentleman that we were 
inquiring into the question whether any 
compensation was to be claimed for the 
action of the German soldiers, and in fact 
on 19th May, in reply to a telegram, we 
had heard that His Majesty’s consul 
general at Tientsin had been directed by 
Sir E. Satow to find out whether the tug 


‘and lighter company claimed compen- 


sation, and, if so, to give assistance. On 
28th July we were informed that com- 
pensation was claimed, and that the 
British consul was only waiting for the 
directors of the company to decide one 
point before presenting the claim to the 
German consul. 


RUSSIAN ADMINISTRATION 


NIU-CHWANG. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Under Seere- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he can state by what authority does the 
Russian administrator decree taxation, 
and proclaim that the taxation is for 
Russian police purposes, in Niu-chwang. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: His 
Majesty's Government have not heard 
that the Russian administration at 
Niu-chwang have decreed taxation for 
police purposes, but being in occupation 
they are no doubt responsible for the 
maintenance of order. 


IN 


FOREIGN TROOPS IN CHINA. 
Mr. LAMBERT: 


| beg to ask the 


| Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


Affairs if there is any special reason why 


‘foreign troops should remain longer at 
i 


3E2 
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Shanghai than at Peking, and whether | 
any time has been fixed for the evacua- | 
tion of Shanghai by foreign troops. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: There are 
special reasons for bringing the occupa- 
tion of Peking to a conclusion, inasmuch 
as it is the capital of China, and the 
representatives of the Powers indicated 
the evacuation of it as part of the price 
they would pay for the compliance of | 
China with their demands. No time 
has yet been fixed for the evacuation of 
any other part of China, but the British | 
force at Shanghai. which at present 
largely exceeds that of any other Power, 
is about to be reduced, and we understand 
that the other Powers who have troops 
there do not desire to retain them longer 
than may be necessary in view of the 
condition of affairs in China. | 


Questions. 
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Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 


S.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 


(Questions. 


that permission was only given for the 


sale of non-intoxicants, and that, if any 
persons did sell intoxicating liquors, it 
must have been done by members of the 


| Nationalist party 7 
| part! 


Sik M. HICKS BEACH: It is the 
fact that occasional licences for the 
demonstration in question were refused 
by the local revenue authorities in 
accordance with instructions from the 
Board of Inland Revenue, who did not 
consider the issue of such licences ‘* con- 
ducive to public convenience, comfort. 
and order,” especially as there are two 
fully-licensed public-houses in Lambeg. 
The Board are aware that a number of 
persons were selling intoxicating liquors 
without licence on the day mentioned ; 


jand prosecutions have been instituted 


UGANDA RAILWAY—COLONEL 
GRACEY’S REPORT. 

Mr. BRYNMOR’ JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the Under Seere- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the Report of Colonel Gracey on the 
Uganda Railway will be printed and | 
circulated before the end of the session. 
*Viscount CRANBORNE: — Colonel 
Gracey’s Report was laid last month in 
Africa No. 6. 


PUBLICANS’ OCCASIONAL LICENCES— | 
LAMBEG ORANGE DEMONSTRATION. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is aware that Belfast 
publicans were refused the form for an | 
occasional licence for the Orange demon- 
stration at near Belfast. on 
12th July last. by the Inland Revenue | 
authorities. which would have enabled | 
them to obtain justices’ authority for the 
same, and will he state for what reason | 
it was decided not to grant occasional | 
licences on the day mentioned ; whether | 
he is aware that in one field there were 
thirteen unlicensed persons selling excise- | 
able liquors. and in another field seventy- 
one such persons similarly trading ; and | 
that an officer of excise made the neces- 
sary detections and obtained the names | 
of the offending parties : and what steps. 
if any, are being taken to have the law 
vindicated. | 


Lis mbeg. 


| N.W.): 


‘in thirteen cases in which the local 
excise officer succeeded in obtaining 


satisfactory evidence of unlicensed sales. 


P.O. SAVINGS BANK—GOLD RESERVE. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg te ask Mr. Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer, in view of the 


‘fact that the amount of deposits in Post 


Office Savings Banks is about 187 
millions, whether there is any gold 


reserve in connection therewith; and, 
if not, whether the Government intend 
to ereate a reserve similar to those in 
force regarding joint limited 
banking companies. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : There is no 
special gold reserve in connection with 
the Post Office Savings Banks, nor any 
present intention of creating one. The 
conditions of the Savings Banks and joint 
stock banks are tutally different, and I do 
not think that any comparison can be 


stock 


idrawn between thein. 


INLAND REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 
Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether, as formerly, 
the Report and Accounts of the Com- 
missioners of His Majesty’s Inland 
Revenues were submitted to the House of 
Commons at the end of June or early in 
July, and proof copies of the Report and 
Accounts were ready by 20th June. 
and the main figures are new supplied 
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to the Chancellor of the Exchequer in| LANCHESTER COMMON ENCLOSURE 
time for his Budget speech, about four- | ACT. 


teen days after the end of the financial 
year, he can inform the House whether 
the Report of the Commissioners for the 
year ended 31st March, 1901, is now 


completed, when the Report and Ac- | 


counts will be presented to Parliament, 
and whether it can be arranged that in 
future the Report for the year ended 
3lst March shall be submitted to the 
House in each year, as in 1885, by the 
end of June, and include the accounts of 
income tax for the last financial year, 
instead of, as hitherto, leaving these 
accounts always one year in arrear of the 
other accounts of revenue. 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: I have not 
had time, owing to the absence of notice, 
to verify all the statements contained 
in the question; but the hon. Member 
is certainly mistaken with regard to the 
1885 Report, which was not presented 
until 6th July, and then “only in 
dummy.” The Report for the year 
ended 31st March, 1901, is nearly com- 
pleted, and it will be presented during the 
present session. It would nut, Lam afraid, 
be possible to make the date of presenta- 
tion earlicr than it now is. The Reports 
already include the Exchequer receipts of 
income tax for the last financial year ; 
but it is inevitable that the particulars of 
assessments, and other details, should be 
a year in arrear, as the necessary informa- 
tion cannot be collected in time to be 
included. 


THE CORONATION—ROUTE OF ROYAL 
PROCESSION. 


Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether the route of the Royal pro- 
cession at the time of His Majesty’s 
Coronation is yet settled, and, if not, 
whether the inclusion of Regent Street 
in the route will be considered. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Ritcut£, Croydon): The question of the 
route of the Royal procession is being 
dealt with by the Executive Committee 
appointed to consider the preparations 
for the Coronation. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether he is aware that under the 
provisions of the Lanchester Common 
Enclosure Act it is competent for the 
owners of minerals within the limits of 
the common to let down lands by their 
mining operations without paying any 
compensation to the surface owners, and 
that damage has resulted to lands and 
buildings thereby, and loss has been 
occasioned to the owners thereof, and 
whether, inasmuch as the Act is a private 
Act, and can, therefore, only be repealed 
or amended by the process of private 
Bill procedure, and the persons in- 
juriously affected are mainly persons of 
small means, he will, on the part of His 
Majesty's Government. afford assistance 
for the amendment oi the said Act. 


*THE PRESIDENT oF 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, 
Preston): Procedure by private Bill 
is, of course, not that for a Government 
Department to undertake. But, apart 
from that, I know no reason why these 
owners should be deprived of their pro- 
perty, at any rate without full compensa- 
tion, which apparently is not contem- 
plated by the hon. Member. 


THE BOARD 


GLANDERS IN GLASGOW. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether he is aware that two horses 
were forwarded recently from Glasgow 
to a man named Maguire, Clones, and, 
seeing that farcy and glanders are pre- 
valent among horses at present in Glas- 
gow, will he prevent the importation of 
horses from affected districts to Ireland, 
and can he state whether Maguire 
received the two horses referred to, and 
whether they have been examined by a 
veterinary surgeon to see if they were 
free from disease. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The veterinary in- 
spector of the Glasgow local authority 
has no knowledge of the case referred to. 
If the hon. Member will give fuller details, 
further inquiries shall be made. The 
local authority is not aware of the exist- 
ence of glanders in Glasgow at the 
present time, and in only two stables has 
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glanders been found during the past two 
months. 


NORTHERN LIGHTS ‘BOARD. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether, in view 
of the fact that the Lord Advocate and 
the Solicitor General for Scotland have 
not been able, during the last five years, 
to attend a single meeting of the Northern 
Lighthouse Board, will the Board con- 
sider the desirability of electing two 
gentlemen who can attend the meetings, 
and whe possess knowledge of shipping 
and the wants of the seafaring com- 
munity. 


TRE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BAtrour, Leeds, 
Central): No, Sir. The Board of Trade 


have no power to vary the constitution of | 


the Northern Lighthouse Board as 


settled by statute. 


“EAGLE POINT” — COMPLAINTS 
OF CREW. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask 


THE 


the President of the Board of Trade | 


whether the superintendent of theGreen’s 
Home Mercantile Marine Office, Poplar, 


has reported the complaint made by a | 


fireman named Alfred Wilson, recently 


serving on the steamer “ Eagle Point.” | 


whether he is aware that Wilson, whilst 
the vessel was lying at Philadelphia. 
U.S.A., was deputed by the firemen to 
complain to the steward with regard to 
the food, and that the captain, without 
provocation, assaulted Wilson for making 
such complaint; and, seeing that the 
articles of agreement signed by seamen 
contain a special provision to the effect 
that whenever any of the crew feel 
aggrieved they are to make their com- 
plaint to the master of the ship in a quiet 
and orderly manner, whether he will 
cause inquiry to be made into the conduct 
of the master of the “ Eagle Point.” 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 
my attention has been called by the 
superintendent at Poplar to the matter 
referred to in the question. 
intendent has inquired into the circum- 
stances, and. from his report, it appears 
that the dispute was a trivial one about 
the quality of some potatoes. There is 


{COMMONS} 


The super- | 
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| considerable conflict of evidence, and 
}counter allegations have been made 
against Wilson, the fireman. The master 
| states that he used no violence, and that 
| Wilson was abusive and under the in- 
| 

| fluence of liquor, but that, as the man 
| expressed his regret, he did not log him, 
- fa) 

In the circumstances, I do not propose to 
; I 

take any further steps in the matter. 


Questions. 


| 
| Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
| tary of State for the Home Department 
| whether he is aware that, on Wednesday, 
| 31st July, a fireman named Alfred 
| Wilson applied to Mr. Dickinson, the 
| stipendiary magistrate at the Thames 
| Police Court, for a summons against the 
master of the British steamship “ Eagle 
| Point ” for assault, which the magistrate 
refused, on the ground that the assault 
had taken place on the vessel whilst she 
was lying at Philadelphia, U.S.A.; 
whether he can state if there are any 
| courts abroad in which a seaman serving 
| on a British ship can summon the master 
for assault; and whether he will ask 
Mr. Dickinson to explain why he refused 
'to grant the summons, seeing that the 
same magistrate has convicted seamen 
| for offences committed on British ships 
|at foreign ports. 


| *Mr. RITCHIE: The facts are not as 
stated in the question. The applicant 
did not tell the magistrate that the 
| assault was committed on board a British 
ship, but stated that it was committed in 
the city of Philadelphia. The magistrate 
explained to him that he had no jurisdic- 
‘tion in the case of an offence committed 
‘on land in a foreign State. If he had 
‘stated that the alleged assault had been 
committed on board ship a summons 
would no doubt have been granted at 
once. 


LOSS OF THE “MOBILE.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
| directed to the finding of the court of 
inquiry respecting the loss of the British 
steamship “ Mobile,’ which declared 
'that this vessel left Fort Morgan not 
having sufficient stability to cross the 
| Atlantic in the winter months, and was, 
therefore, unseaworthy ; and whether, 
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having regard to the number of persons| “3. In other respects the Orient Steam Navi- 


: : ; | gation Company are making no change in the 
deprived of their breadwinners by the manning of their ships. Apart from the 


loss of this ship and her crew, and to the | stokers, the conduct of the British seamen and 

number of lives lost annually at sea, he of the rest of the ships’ complements have 

will recommend His Majesty’s Govern- | #lways been excellent.” 

ment to bring in a Bill next Session! with respect to the last part of the 

extending the Workmen's Compensation question, I have seen statements in the 

Act to seamen. | press to the effect that a desire exists in 

. .,. | Australia for the exclusive employment 

agp ae cng) nag gh By a a of white labour on mail steamers, but I 

my attention has been called to the) have no official information on this 

finding of the court of inquiry in the | subject. 

case of the “ Mobile,” which was to the 

effect stated by the hon. Member. The Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 

pane : pe the W eee isthe difference in the pay of these lascars 

vompensation “Act to seamen 18 one that | and the white men who have been em- 

will require serious consideration in con- | ployed ? 

nection with any amendment of that Act, ‘ 

but I am not prepared to make any) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 

ea a” on the subject at the | say that at the moment. 

present moment. 


THE LOSS OF THE “PRIMROSE HILL” 

ORIENT STEAMSHIP COMPANY— —APPRENTICES’ PREMIUMS. 
WHITE AND LASCAR CREWS. | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I!to ask the President of the Board of 
beg to ask the President of the! Trade whether he can state the number 
Board of Trade whether he can state the of apprentices employed during the past 
reasons why the Orient Steamship fiye years on the vessel ‘“ Primrose 
Company are discharging their white Hill," which was recently lost off the 
crews in order to provide employment goast of Anglesea ; how many of these 
for Asiaties and Lascars ; whether he is apprentices paid premiums, and how 
aware that dissatisfaction obtains in the, many completed their indentures ; and 
Australian Colonies in consequence of this) how many premiumed apprentices de- 
change, and whether the Australian serted from this ship at home and foreign 

Government have threatened to with- ports during the period named. 


draw the mail subsidy. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 


In putting the question the hon. informed that thirty-seven apprentices 
Member said: I desire to apologise to were employed on the “ Primrose Hill ”’ 
the right hon. Gentleman for not having during the past five years. Of these, 
asked this last week when the question three (out of a possible ten) are reported 
was on the Paper. I was unavoidably | to have completed their indentures, one 
absent. | failed to join, and nine deserted. I have 

no information as to the number of 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have apprentices (out of the thirty-seven) 


communicated with the Orient Steam | who paid premiums. 


avigation Company, and have received yyp WILLIAM REDMOND: May | 
‘ & reply | ask whether the Board of Trade have not 


“1. Orient Steam Navigation Company are | power to return to the parents of boys 
not discharging their white crews in order to | 1,4 have been drowned the premiums 
provide employment for Asiatics and lascars. | senten , 

“2. Orient es ne 2 — | they have paid ? 

been driven to make an experimental trial of | , , ak ee 
Jascar stokers, owing to the drunkenness,, Mr. GERALD BALI OUR: We have 
the mutinous behaviour, and the wholesale | no such power, but | think the subject 
desertions of the British stokers hitherto em- | would be a proper one for consideration. 
ployed by them, by reason of which the effici- | 

ency of their mail service had been impaired | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 


and heavy loss had been sustained by the | : - 
ma; r ones * | the right hon. Gentleman direct the 
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attention of the Department to the fact | 


that five of these boys were drowned 
who had only been about a week upon 
the ship—their first voyage—and see 


whether in those cases, at least, the 
premium cannot be returned ? 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 


already said that the Board of Trade has 
no power. It is a matter for the con- 
sideration of the owners of the ** Primrose 


Hill.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman not say what 
is his own opinion as to what ought to 
be done ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


is a matter of opinion. 


Mr. WILLIAM 


one on which I hold very strong opinions. 


That 


TUBERCULOSIS—PROPOSED ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mr. FIELD : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
the Government have arrived at any 
decision respecting the appointment of 
a Royal Commission to inquire into and 
report upon the tuberculosis question ; 
and, if so, whether it is intended to put 
some practical representatives of the 
animal industry upon the Commission, 
and also representatives of the agri- 
culturists. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Long, Bristol, S.): A decision has not at 
present been arrived at with regard to 
the matter referred to by the hon. 
Member. 


RATES IN MID ESSEX. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : ] 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
that rates on certain partially derelict 
agricultural land in Mid Essex amount 
to 5s. 10d. in the pound (exclusive of 
tithe and land tax), and before deducting 
the relief given under the Rating Act ; 
and whether he would be disposed to 
recommend further legislation in order 
to prevent the land going wholly out of 
tillage. 


{COMMONS} 


REDMOND: It is| 


1428 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My hon. and 
gallant friend has been good enough to 
supply me with some information to show 
that the rates in one of the parishes in 
Mid Essex are at the present time as 
mentioned in the question, but I have not 
‘had an opportunity of verifying the 
figures by communication with the 
parish officers. I am afraid it would 
be impracticable to recommend legislation 
of the kind desired. 


Questions, 


Mayor RASCH : Then I may assume 
|that the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton with reference to Essex was not 
absolutely correct ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


TUBERCULOSIS AMONG POSTAL 


SERVANTS. 

Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether his attention 
has been called to the conclusions of the 
British Congress on Tuberculosis, more 
especially with regard to the dangers 
jarising from dust and_ tuberculous 
sputum, and whether he is aware that 
uncontradicted statements were made 
in the State and Municipal Section to 
the effect that no efficient organisation 
existed in the Post Office for the disposal 
of dust and the sputum of members of 
‘the staff suffering from tubercular 
‘disease ; and whether his attention has 
been called to the complete measures 
adopted by the French Postal Depart- 
ment for the disinfection of the offices, 
the disposal of dust, the treatment of 
patients, and the prevention of expectora- 
tion in the buildings ; and whether he 
will consider the advisability of adopting 
like measures for the prevention and 
treatment of tubercular disease among 
the members of the staff of the British 
Post Office. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General has not received any 
authentic record of the conclusions of 
the British Medical Conference on Tuber- 
'culosis, but he is considering what action 
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it may be desirable for the Department to 
take in regard to the matters referred to. 


DEVONPORT POSTAL STAFF. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


representing the Postmaster General, , 


whether the additional increase to the 
establishment of the Devonport Postal 
District, necessitated by the expansion 
of area and population, has yet been 
sanctioned. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
revision of the staff of postmen attached 
to the Devonport office in order to meet 
increase of business is now under con- 
sideration, and will be carried out as 
early as possible. 


CROWN RIGHTS IN THE SCOTTISH 


HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will explain 
why three Crown properties in Ross- 
shire, producing rentals of upwards of 
£223, have been sold by the Office of 
Woods and Forests, and will arrange- 


ments be made to discontinue the sale of | 


Crown rights in the Highlands of Scot- 
land. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
hon. Member apparently refers to three 
sales mentioned at page 4 of the Report 
of the Commissioners of Woods for the 
year 1899-1900. These were sales of 
feu duties (with casualties) amounting to 
about £223 per annum payable for lands 
in Ross-shire. The Crown had no rights 
connected with the lands beyond the 
mere right to payment of the feu duties 
and casualties, and there appears to be 
no good reason for refusing to sell such 
duties, whether payable for lands in the 
Highlands or elsewhere. 


CROWN PROPERTY IN 


METROPOLIS. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can give an assurance that in granting 
new leases of Crown property in the 
Metropolis the Office of Woods and 
Forests will, as has hitherto been the 
custom, consult the interests of sitting 
tenants, or will in any case warn such 


THE 
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tenants before their occupations are 
offered to persons other than the present 
immediate Crown lessees. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There has not been any recent change 
of practice in granting new leases of 
Crown property in the Metropolis. Where 
it is not considered necessary that the 
premises should be rebuilt, it is the usual 
practice to negotiate with an occupying 
tenant for a renewal in preference to 
others, if there is one who is in a position 
to undertake the responsibilities of a 
lease and desires to remain in occupation. 
If the premises have to be rebuilt it is 
not always practicable or expedient to 
adopt that course. If not adopted the 
Commissioners of Woods could not under- 
take to warn all occupying tenants before 
making arrangements with others, 
though in practice such tenants would, 
by their own inquiries, become aware 
some time before their tenancies expire 
whether or not they could get a renewal. 
Crown lessees who are not occupiers are 
not considered to have any preferential 
claims to renewals. 


WOODS AND FORESTS REPORT. 

Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade, seeing that the 
Woods and Forests Report for the year 
1899-1900 is dated the 29th June, 1900, 
will he state why the Report for the year 
1900-1901 has not yet been issued, and 
will he say when it will be laid upon the 
Table of the House. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Report of the Commissioners of 
Woods for the year 1900-1 was laid upon 
the Table at the end of June, and is now 


.in the printer’s hands. 


AUSTRIA-ENGLAND POSTAL RATES. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that since the 
Austrian currency has been officially 
altered from florins and kreutzers into 
crowns and hellers, a letter weighing 
not more than half an ounce or fifteen 
grammes, addressed from the Austrian 
Empire to this country, is charged 
twenty-five hellers, which is equivalent to 
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3d., and seeing that this is at variance 
with the Convention regulating the 
postage levied on international letters by 
the countries within the postal union, 
according to which Convention an inter- 
national letter weighing not more than 
half an ounce can only be charged the 
nearest equivalent to 24d. of our money, 
whether he will state what steps he 
proposes to take. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General is aware that 
the postage on a letter from Austria to 
this country not weighing more than 
fifteen grammes is twenty-five heller, 
which sum at the current rate of 
exchange is as nearly as possible equi- 
valent to 24d. 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE—MEAL 
RELIEFS. 


Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that, although in 
1898 a Parliamentary Return stated 
that all telegraph clerks were entitled to 
thirty minutes for meal relief on a duty 
of eight hours, the staff at the Central 
Telegraph Office at 3 p.m. to 11 p.m. and 
4 p.m. to 11.45 p.m. duties are allowed 
twenty minutes only; and whether, 
seeing such time is insufficient, and that 
the telegraphists find they cannot obtain 
their meals during that period, the Post- 
master General will consider the advis- 


{COMMONS} 
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‘ascertaining that the ventilation and 


| 


ability of granting the full thirty minutes | 


to which the staff is entitled. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The telegraphists to whom the hon. 
Member refers are given an interval of 
twenty minutes for supper, instead of 
thirty minutes, because they have the 
exceptional privilege of being provided 
with tea at about 5 p.m. at the Depart- 
ments expense. 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE 
VENTILATION, 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
the new instrument room at the Central 
Telegraph Office, containing the Scottish 
wires, has been inspected with a view to 


exits are in a proper condition ; whether 
he is aware that the only exit leading 
direct to the street is kept locked during 
the whole of the day; and whether, 
seeing that 150 men are employed in this 
room, some measures may be taken with 
a view to making the exit in as safe a 
manner as the law compels private 
employers to adopt. 


CHAMBERLAIN : 
The ventilation of the portion of the 
General Post Office West, to which the 
Scottish telegraph wires have recently 
been transferred, is the same as that of 
the other instrument rooms, and seems 
to be ample. In addition to the present 
means of exit through the instrument 
room above, there are two doors, leading 
into portions of the building occupied by 
the Accountant General's Department 
and that of the Engineer-in-Chief, \ hich 
are locked, but the keys are kept in glass 
cases on the doors for use in case of 
emergency. 


Mr. AUSTEN 


OXFORD STREET POST OFFICE. 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that the telegraphists at 
No. 10, Oxford Street Post Office are com- 
pelled to carry out their work at their 
instruments with umbrellas over their 
heads in wet weather owing to the defee- 
tive state of the roof: and whether the 
Postmaster General will order an inquiry 
into this matter, and also into the sanitary 
condition of this office. with a view toa 
remedy. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
During the very heavy rain on the 25th, 
26th, and 27th ult. some water came 
through the glass roof of the instrument 
room of the branch post office at No. 10, 
Oxford Street. Nothing had previously 
occurred to lead to the supposition that 
the roof was defective. The sanitary 
condition of the office is satisfactory; 
and, although the accommodation is not 
quite as ample as would be provided in 
modern office, there is no reason why it 
should not suffice till June next, when 
the lease, which may be renewed, will 
expire. 
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DIVISION ARRANGEMENTS. | to which they are about to extend their 
Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- | works. The remaining eleven applica- 
ley) : I beg to ask the First Commissioner | tions were rejected because in some 
of Works if, in consequence of the fre- | cases the applicants were not agricul- 
quent want of agreement between the | tural labourers, and in other cases no 
figures given in at the Table in a division | evidence whatever was offered in support 
and the number of names supplied on of the applications. 
the published list, he will consider the 
desirability of limiting the space between ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY — 
the division desks and the exit door of | INSTRUCTION IN LIFE SAVING. 
the division lobby. Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF Ireland whether the members of the 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Douatas, Kent, Royal Irish Constabulary receive any 
St. Augustine’s): These discrepancies are instruction or training in treatment of 
probably caused by Members neglecting persons rescued from drowning or who 
the rule to pass the Clerk’s desk. But are apparently drowned; and, if not, 
the suggestion of the hon. Member shall will the constabulary authorities take 
be considered. steps to have them instructed on the 
system recommended by the Royal 
LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE CORK | Humane Society. 
RURAL DISTRICT. | 
Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid) : I beg to Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; such 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | instruction has been given to all recruits 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware at the Constabulary Depot for a number 
that at the recent Local Government of vears past. 
Board inquiry, held into applications for 
the erection of labourers’ cottages by ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
the Cork Rural District Council, the INSTRUCTION IN “FIRST AID.” 
claims of twenty-four labourers from the \fp. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Carrigrohanebeg electoral division were 
investigated, and that subsequently only 
seven or eight were passed, and all the 
others rejected ; and that in the case of 
an applicant named William Kelly for a 
cottage on the lands of Garravaugh- 
Inches, the application was supported by 
the landlord and by the district coun- 
cillor for the division ; and, seeing that 
necessity was proved to exist for better 
dwellings for the working classes in the \fp WYNDHAM: All _ recruits 
electoral division referred to, and that 
special grounds were advanced in the 
case of William Kelly, can he state what 
the reasons were for the rejection of so 
many of the applications, and particularly GLENGARIFF NATIONAL SCHOOL 
for the refusal to grant William Kelly a Soe Sala 
cottage. | Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
|W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : Twenty | whether he can explain why Mr. O’Sulli- 
applications were received, and eight | van, second assistant teacher in the 
were recommended. Kelly’s application Glengariff National School, has been paid 
was supported by the district councillor, | as equivalent results fees for the year 
but not by the owner of the site. It was ended 30th June, 1900, a sum which is 
opposed by the occupiers, a gunpowder £2 less than the average of the results 
mills company, on the ground that the fees paid him for the three preceding 


cottage was proposed to be built on land | years, and why this teacher has not 
‘ 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenants of 
Ireland whether the members of the 
constabulary in Ireland are instructed 
_at the depot or elsewhere in what is 
known as first aid to the sick and 
wounded ; and, if not, will the Royal 
Irish Constabulary authorities consider 
the desirability of having them instructed 
in these duties. 


undergo a course of instruction in first- 
aid treatment of the sick and wounded. 
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received any payment for teaching | and inefficiency in the Education Office, som 
drawing as an extra subject outside the which they allege compelled Archbishop whi 
ordinary school hours during the results| Walsh to resign his place on the Board; reql 
year ended 30th June, 1900. whether his attention has been called to be I 
a meeting of managers in Wicklow, at judg 
Mr. WYNDHAM: This teacher was: which they condemned the conduct and 
paid an equivalent grant for the year which compelled his Grace to resign; sam 
ended 30th January, 1900, of £18 18s. 4d.;; and whether, in face of the testimony evic! 
his average income for the three years| of managers, teachers, and people of sher 
ended 30th June, 1899, was £20 5s. 1ld.| Ireland as to the breakdown of the rece 
The difference, £1 7s. 7d., will be re-| Education Office, he will now grant the pene 
mitted to him. He has no claim for! inquiry which his Grace demanded. sher 
special drawing fees in addition to the will 
full amount of the equivalent grant in) Mr. WYNDHAM: A number of reso- men 
lieu of results fees. lutions have been received and acknow- mat 
ledged. They do not adduce any facts him 
IRISH MANUSCRIPTS. i ge ‘“- — sai “sone 4 Ml 
. npaoes acta iseussed in Committee of Supply. M 
Mr. THOMAS O DONNELL : I beg Under these circumstances, I bane mat 
to ask the ( hiet Secretary to the Lord, nothing to add to the statement which ques 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will i es tiie corr 
recommend a grant to aid in the publica- | ; wha’ 
tion of some of the Lrish MSS. which at 
present lie stored in British and Con- ROOSKEY LOCK KEEPER. | 
tinental libraries; whether, considering! Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, %.): | : 
the work done in this direction by the beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the M 
Irish Texts Society, who, from private Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he ‘ . 
subscriptions, have published some valu- is aware that the lock keeper at Rooskey, sory) 
able Irish books, he will consider the on the Shannon, has to leave his duties 
advisability of communicating with that from noon to four o'clock each day in whet 
body with a view to aid the scholars who order to act as conductor of the Board the | 
work for them in the interests of litera- of Works coach to Dromod; that during whic 
ture as well as of Ireland. that time there is no one in charge of the oe 
lock, which is closed against passengers, ae 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The work of pub- and that in consequence considerable state 
lishing Irish texts from MSS. in the Irish inconvenience and delay are caused to decli 
language has for many years been aided the public, and whether he will take then 
by moneys annually voted by Parliament. steps to cause an alteration in this publ 
The volumes produced by the Irish Texts arrangement. \ 
Society are similar in character to those : Mi 
issued by English and Scottish societies Mr. WYNDHAM: 1 am_ informed Wa 
without State aid. The interest of such that steps will be taken by the Board of ; or] 
work, though great, is literary, and Works to obviate any inconvenience and Boar 
therefore differs in that respect from delay in the opening of the lock during Tah 
the publications of the Government the hours stated. ™ ne 
Historical MSS. Commission. Six 1 J 
x = Bins 4 . ; wellness Mem 
a toa histori al interest relating | APJOHN ESTATE EVICTIONS. ae 
exclusively to Ireland are now in progress. fa ei hc onsngptey : i 
I shall be glad to receive any communica-) MR. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg that 
tions from the Irish Texts Society. to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Mem 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that answ 
: ab on the 17th July Michael Godfrey, of 
IRISH EDUCATION BOARD. Newpallas, was evicted with his wife and SCH 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg family from his holding on the property 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord of the late Michael Marshall Lloyd Apjohn Mi 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten-| whilst negotiations were in progress for Chi : 
tion has been called to the resolutions, the sale of the estate to the tenants under — 
passed at meetings of National teachers| the fortieth section of the Act of 1896, val mm 
all over Ireland condemning the conduct | and that Godfrey offered the Receiver whic! 
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something over a year’s rent, that is, £26, | tricts in Ireland as to the holding of in- 


which the receiver refused to accept, 
requiring that another year’s rent should 
be paid; is he aware that county court 
judge Adams suggested an arrangement, 
and postponed the eviction pending the 
same, and seeing that on the day of 
eviction Michael Godfrey offered the sub- 
sheriff as guarantee for the rent a bank 
receipt for £34, lodged with his solicitor 
pending a settlement, which the sub- 
sheriff alleged he had no power to accept. 
will he, under the circumstances, recom- 
mend the parties having control in this 
matter to settle with Godfrey and restore 
him to his holding. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no infor- 
mation on the matters alleged in this 
question. Even assuming them to be 
correct, I can only say I have no power 
whatever to intervene as suggested. 


BRUSNA-FERBANE DRAINAGE 
BOARD. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, Os- 


sory): [ beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House copy of correspondence. if any, 
which has passed recently between the 
Irish Board of Works and the Brusna- 
Ferbane Drainage Board, and if he can 
state the reason why the Board of Works 
decline to reply to letters addressed to 
them by Members of this House upon 
public business. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Three letters have 
recently passed between the Board of 
Works and the Secretary to the Drainage 
Board, but there is nothing in the corre- 
spondence to justify its being laid on the 
Table as a Parliamentary Paper. [ shall 
he pleased, however, to let the hon. 
Member see copies of these letters if he 
so desires. The Board of Works state 
that no letter addressed to them by 
Members of this House remains un- 
answered. 


SCHEMES UNDER THE LABOURERS 


(IRELAND) ACTS. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, having regard to the delays 
which have taken place in several dis- 


quiries into improvement schemes under 
the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, and bearing 
in mind the rejections of applications 
for cottages, and that bodies of working 
men, notably fishermen, are excluded 
from the benefits of the Acts, whether the 
Government propose to introduce legis- 
lation in the next session of Parliament 
which will simplify these Acts, provide 
for their rapid application at a mini- 
mum of cost, and extend their scope to 
all classes of working men. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not quite 
correct to say that delays take place 
in the holding of inquiries. Delays are 
frequently incurred by reason of the 
submission of schemes by local authori- 
ties in an incomplete and imperfect 
manner, necessitating lengthy corre- 
spondence with the promoters. The Act 
of 1896 simplified and expedited the 
procedure as far as it was considered 
expedient to do so, and [ cannot hold out 
any hope of further legislation as sug- 
gested. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Is it the intention 
of the Government at any time to intro- 
duce legislation for housing fishermen, 
who are the worst housed class in Ire- 


land ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot give any 
undertaking. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 5%.): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman lay before 
the House the reasons of the inspectors 
for opposing the scheme ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: — Order, 
Notice must be given of that. 


order! 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT 
AND BOVINE TUBERCULOSIS. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant o 
Ireland whether, in view of the pro- 
nouncements recently made by Professor 
Koch, to the effect that the tuberculosis 
of bovine animals is not transmissible, 
or but slightly so, to the human subject, 
and in view of the confiscations and 
trouble to which those engaged in the 
dairy and live stock industries are being 
sithjected in consequence of the assump- 








1439 Questions. 


tion that the milk and meat of tuber- 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Report is in 


Questions. 


culous animals are capable of con-|the press, and will, it is hoped, be pre- 


veying the disease to human beings, 
he will cause experiments to be carried 
out by the Local Government Board, in 
conjunction with the Department of 
Agriculture in Ireland, with the object 
of setting finally at rest the question as 
to the transmissibility of bovine tuber- 
culosis to the human race, and thereby 
either removing the restrictions alluded 
to or establishing their necessity. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter is en- 
gaging the attention of the authorities 
mentioned in the question. 

Mr. FIELD: Am I to understand 


that inquiry will be made ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The departments 
are in conference on the subject. I 
cannot say whether they will decide that 
inquiry is necessary. 


MARLBOROUGH STREET (DUBLIN) 
TRAINING COLLEGE 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether facilities 
will be given to teachers of national 
schools in remote country districts to 
attend special hand and eye training 
classes in the Marlborough Street Train- 
ing College, in view of the fact that such 
facilities have already been given to 
teachers whose schools are situated in 
central districts. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commis- 
sioners hope to give facilities to all 
national teachers to attend hand and eye 
training classes. It would not be possible 
to summon all the teachers from remote 
districts to Marlborough Street College, 
but classes will be held, not only in con- 
nection with that college, but also at 
various centres throughout the country 
by the head organiser of hand and eye 
training and his assistants. 


IRISH NATIONAL LIBRARY REPORT. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state when the 
Report of the Trustees of the National 
Library of Ireland for the year 1900 


will be laid upon the Table of the House. | 


sented in about a fortnight. 


PIG BREEDING IN IRELAND. 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Live Stock Committee of the county of 
Monaghan submitted a scheme to the 
Board of Agriculture for the improve- 
ment of swine in that county some time 
since, and whether he can state the 
cause of the delay of the Department 
of Agriculture in dealing with this 
matter, affecting the interests of the 
farmers of the county of Monaghan. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme re- 
ferred to was received by the Department 
of Agriculture. A letter dealing with 
the subject was sent to the Monaghan 
Live Stock Committee in May last, and 
the Department is now awaiting the 
decision of the Committee. 


RAILWAY RATES ON IRISH BUTTER. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Jreland if he 
can state why the Great Southern 
and Western Railway Company do not 
provide facilities to butter exporters 
in the conveyance of butter bought by 
them in Newcastle West and _ other 
towns in the South of Ireland to Londou 
equal to those given by the Waterford 
and Limerick Railway Company pre- 
viously to the amalgamation, under which 
they are bound. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As regards the 
facilities for the transit of butter from 
Newcastle West, I must refer to the 
statement made by me in answer to the 
hon. Member’s previous question of 
Thursday last.¢ If any definite represen- 
tations are made as to the absence of 
facilities equal to those which obtained 
prior to the amalgamation the matter 
will be inquired into. 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that last 
Thursday he said the company would 





t See page 870. 
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undertake to run a train to Waterford 
on condition that the Great Western 
steamer waited for it? Will he take 
steps to see that this is done, and the 
junction with the steamer secured % 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, I have said 
the company are prepared to do that. 


FITZGERALD KENNY ESTATE, 
CO. GALWAY. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the tenants on the Fitzgerald 
Kenny Estate, Moniva, county Galway, 


signing the agreements, two large farms 
adjoining were divided and added to 
tenants’ holdings ; whether the tenants 


have paid two instalments of interest on | 


purchase money ; and whether the Land 


Commissioners are prepared to complete 
the sale to the tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In sixty-two cases 
on this estate agreements to purchase 
were lodged with the Land Commission ; 
thirty-eight of these cases have been 
provisionally sanctioned ; thirteen have 
been refused on the ground of insuffi- 
cient security ; and eleven cases are still 
pending. In eight of the thirteen cases 
refused the agreements included portions 


of lands previously let for grazing pur- 


poses. All interest in lieu of rent 
collectable by the Land Commission to Ist 
May last has been paid. The completion 
of the sale in the sanctioned cases is 
being proceeded with as rapidly as 
possible. 


Mr. ROCHE: Is the right 
Gentleman aware that the tenants are 
prepared to pay the difference in price ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was not 
prepared to interfere with the decision 
of the Land Commission, who held that 
the security was not adequate. 


MALICIOUS INJURY AT. 
~ SWANLINBAR. 

Mr. MCGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg ; 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 


CLAIM FOR 
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hon. | 


| tion on the subject. 
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‘a man named Montgomery, who resides 
in Borim, near Swanlinbar, reported to 


the constabulary at Swanlinbar on or 
about 22nd July, 1901, that the tail 
had been partly cut off his horse on that 
date, and that he intended to look for 
compensation for malicious injuries under 
the Local Government Act ; is he aware 


‘that the police on making inquiries in 


Borim received information that a servant 
of Montgomery’s and an emergency man, 
named Crauford, in Montgomery’s em- 
ployment were seen putting this horse 
into a byre on the day the outrage was 
committed, and that blood was found 


on the walls of the house; and. seeing 
: : ‘that Crauford was suspected of similar 
signed agreements in September last to , : I ‘ 


purchase their holdings ; that, before | ing district, can he state what steps, if 


outrages some years ago in a neighbour- 


any, the Government intend to take 
against the parties suspected of having 
committed this outrage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A report of this 
outrage was made to the police on the 
20th July. Mr. Montgomery has not 
taken any steps, and never stated that 
he intended to claim compensation for 
the injury. The police are pursuing 
their investigations in the matter, and 
every effort is being made by them to 
trace the perpetrators of the outrage. 
I cannot disclose the information in the 
possession of the police. I am not aware 
that the man Crauford has ever been 
charged with the commission of similar 
outrages. 


GOODS RATES BETWEEN 
-AND LIMERICK. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
the present through rate of the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Com- 


LONDON 


' . ° . . . 
| pany for tea from London to Limerick is 


40s. per ton, while for the extra fourteen 
miles from Limerick to Rathkeale they 
charge 13s. 4d. per tou, being nearly Is. 
per mile ; will he explain why this is so, 
and will he take steps to oblige the com- 
pany to equalise the rates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no informa- 
If specifie represen- 
tations are addressed to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture by any persons 
aggrieved by these rates, the matter 
will be considered. 
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MOUNTJOY CONVICT PRISON, DUBLIN. | work them. I am informed that the 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the| sergeant is an excellent officer who 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | discharges his duties with strictness 

of Ireland if he is aware that discontent | and impartiality. 

exists in Mountjoy Convict Prison, | 

Dublin, among the officers and men; Mr. CULLINAN: On whose report 

employed there since the recent appoint- | was action taken ? 

ment of the present chief warder ; 

that this official has treated both officers} Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not know, 

and prisoners with harshness; that,, but [ should think on that of the 

owing to the manner in which he acts, | sergeant’s officer. 

there has been an increase in the number 

of alleged breaches of the prison rules, BALLYMOTE DISTURBANCE. 

and that consequently the governor’s Mr. O’DOWD (Sli : 

time is taken up in investigating com- k * Baha A (Sligo, S.): I beg to 

plaints ; and whether, seeing that this |: the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

officer was appointed over the heads of | aeutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


| « « . id 4 » > TATA € « r 
more experienced and older officers in the | — : . sey = pe ople were attacked 
service. if he will not ceaseto act in the} #24 batoned by a force of police in 


manner complained of, he will be! Ballymote, county Sligo. on the evening 
removed to some other prison. j of the 31st ultimo, several men, women, 
{and children being injured by the 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No representa-| charge; whether he is aware that the 
tions have been addressed to the Govern- | only offence committed by these people 
ment of the nature indicated in the! was that of having assembled at the 
first paragraph, and the governor of the | close of the athletic sports, held in the 
prison states there is no foundation for | town that day, for the purpose of cheer- 
the allegations contained in this part of |ing the Ballaghadereen band, who had 
the question. The Prisons Board are | attended those sports and who were on 
fully satisfied with the chief warder and | their return home ; and, seeing that the 
do not propose to remove him from | officer in command of the police, on 
Mountjoy. | being remonstrated with as to the 
| conduct of his men, said that it was not 
TARBERT POLICE SERGEANT. | his fault and that he was acting under 
aa ai ate ‘ | orders, will he say under whose orders 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): T beg to | the police acted as stated, and what 
ask the Chiet Secretary to the Lord | steps will he take to preserve the peace. 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is| 
aware that the police sergeant stationed | Mr. WYNDHAM: The assemblage 
at Tarbert, county Kerry, assaulted a |, question was not dispersed because 


gentleman, for which he had to apologise, | those assembled were cheering the 
and that the same sergeant also sum- | Ballaghadereen band. An attempt was 
moned a local farmer for working two | iade to hold a meeting and to address 
horses suffering from disease, notwith- | the crowd in close proximity to the house 
standing the fact that he had given the | of an individual who has been held up to 
en perenne 0 work the horses | jublic odium, and as the police had 
on the day for which he was summoned ; reason to believe that the object of the 
and whether he ee nee a meeting (as of previous attempted meet- 
conduct of tits sergeant. ings) was to intimidate this person, 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member | both the speakers and the crowd were 
has been misinformed. The sergeant | warned that no such demonstration 
did not assault a gentleman, and con-| would be allowed, and if persisted in 
sequently did not apologise. The prose- | would be dispersed. The crowd was 
cution referred to in the second part of | very menacing and a number of them 
the question was directed by the Depart- | under the influence of drink ; it therefore 
ment of Agriculture, and resulted in a| became necessary tor some of the police 
conviction. The sergeant did not give}to use their batons, but no one was 
the owner of the horses permission to | injured, and not a single complaint of 
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any injury has been made. There is no 
foundation for the allegation in the 
second paragraph. 


Questions, 


of his duty, and will continue to take 
such steps as may be necessary for the 
preservation of the peace of the district. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I should 
like to ask whether any magistrate was 
present, and was any warning given to 
the people before the police charged ? 
Is it alleged that any assault was made 
on the police before they drew their 
batons ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that no 
magistrate was present. The people 
were, however, frequently warned that 
the meeting would not be permitted, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Who warned 


them ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The officer in 
charge of the police told them no 
meeting was to be held, and, as they 
persisted, the police acted on the warning. 


Mr. DILLON: Am I to understand 
that the police are justified in drawing 
their batons and assaulting the people 
promiscuously before any resistance has 
been offered or anyone hurt ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Resistance was 
offered. If people persist in illegal acts 
after they have been warned on several 
occasions to desist, the police must do 
their duty. 


Mr. DILLON: 
stand— 


*Mr SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


hon. Member is now arguing the question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I desire 
to ask a question which I believe to be 
in order. The right hon. Gentleman 
said the people were repeatedly warned. 
Were they warned long before or only 
when the people had assembled? Was 
the prohibition generally known before- 
hand, or was it only 
moment ? 


Are we to. under- 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The warning was | 
issued when it became apparent that the 
object of the meeting was to intimidate 


certain persons in the locality. 
{ 
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The officer in com-_ 
mand of the police acted in the discharge 
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issued at the last | arrange th 
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| Mr. DILLON: Was the Riot Act read ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Questions. 


INSPECTION OF IRISH FACTORIES. 

Mr. NANNETT!: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he is aware of the necessity 
existing in the north of Ireland for 
additional female factory inspectors, if 
the textile factories in that part of the 
country are to be properly inspected ; 
and, having regard to the fact that the 
Irish Trades Congress have passed a 
resolution asking for an additional female 
inspector to be appointed, whether he 
can see his way to appoint an Irish lady 
to this position. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: As [ stated yesterday, 
if the Factory Bill passes, I will carefully 
consider whether any increase is required 
in the inspectorate, but, as regards 
lady inspectors, they are not broken up 
into English, Scotch, and Irish depart- 
ments, but are all available for service 
throughout the United Kingdom. This 
is an arrangement which has great 
advantages, and which lam not prepared 
to disturb. If, however, any vacancy 
does arise, I shall be glad to consider the 
claims of Irish ladies. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I do not ask fora 
lady resident in Ireland, although, of 
course, | should be pleased to see one 
appointed. 


BRAY RAILWAY TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that telegraphic 
messages are not accepted at the postal 
telegraph office at Bray Railway before 
9 a.m. except on payment of a special 
| fee of 1s. in addition to the cost of the 
message ; and whether, having regard 
to the inconvenience caused to summer 
residents owing to the situation of the 
local post office, and more particularly 
to passengers by the Irish mail train 
'which leaves at 7.40 a.m., he would 
at messages should be received 


| upon the same terms as at the local post 


office, which is situated over a quarter 
of a mile distant. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


The Postmaster Gencral is aware that the 


3 F 
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hours for public telegraph business at 
Bray Railway Station begin at 9 a.m., 
and it would be in accordance with the 
general rule for the officials of the railway 
company to charge extra fees on tele- 
grams handed in before that hour. He 
will gladly commuuicate with the com- 
pany and see whether it is possible to 
arrange that the station shall be opened 
for telegraph business at an earlier hour. 


Questions. 


BALLINGARRY RURAL POSTMAN’S PAY. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as) 


representing the Postmaster General, if 
he can state according to what scale 55s. 
has been fixed as the amount of compensa- 
tion allowed to Thomas Liston, a rural 
postman in the Ballingarry district of the 
county of Limerick, for his decrease in 
salary from 12s. 6d. to 8s. 3d. per week 
from 3rd June, 1900, to 25th June, 
1901, which compensation it was decided 
he should receive for loss of salary for said 
period arising out of the revision and 
alteration of his walk last year, and for no 
neglect of duty on his part ; also, whether 
any compensation will be given him 
for the withdrawal of the substitute 


allowed him on alternate Sundays 
previous to the revision. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


After the alteration in Thomas Liston’s 
hours of duty, which was carried out in 
June, 1900, it was ascertained that the 
duration of the new duty had been 
under-estimated, and the amount of 55s., 
to which the hon. Member refers, repre- 
sents the difference between the wages 


paid for the period from the 3rd June, | 


1900, to the 22nd June, 1901, and the 
wages which should have been paid for 
the work actually performed. Prior to 
the change Liston did a full day’s work 
on alternate Saturdays; he now does 
half a day’s work every Sunday. If he 
would prefer to be relieved of the duty 
on alternate Sundays, arrangements can 
no doubt be made to meet his wishes. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.. 
Elland): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether paragraph 19 of 
the Report of the Select Committee on 
London Underground Railways has been 
considered by the Government, in which 


{COMMONS} 


|the supervision and control of such 
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‘railways by some central authority, 
re " 


either departmental or parliamentary, is 
recommended ; and whether they are 
| prepared to take any action in the matter. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
| K.): 1 am informed that the Report to 
| which my hon. friend refers has only just 
been laid, and the President of the Local 
Government Board is considering it. 
It would, therefore, be premature to 
make any statement as to the policy of the 
Government. 


| IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT VOTE. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
|N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
| Treasury if any opportunity will he 
|afforded this session for the discussion 
lof the administration of the Local 
Government Act in Ireland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | hope it may 
be possible to take this Vote at an early 
| period on Thursday. 


INTERCHANGING STATE MSS. 

_ Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the resolution 

| passed by the International Association of 
Academies at Paris in April, whereby it 
is sought to initiate a system of mutual 

| borrowing of manuscripts and printed 
documents among the State libraries of 
Europe and America; whether any 
negotiations have been set on foot with 

a view to giving effect to the resolution ; 
whether he is aware that a number of 
valuable Irish manuscripts are to be found 
in various State libraries on the Conti- 
nent; and whether, in view of the 
difficulty and expense to which Irish 
students desirous of consulting the 
manuscripts are subjected, the Govern- 
ment will facilitate the borrowing of such 
manuscripts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said his attention 
had not been called to the resolution, nor 
did he gather from the question that this 

‘learned association had framed any 
scheme that would be practicable for 
carrying out the end they had in view. 
The British Museum and, he thought, 
‘the Record Office, were precluded by Act 
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from lending anything of the kind! Mr. DILLON asked whether the right 

suggested. /hon. Gentleman would, in the event of 

| his carrying his new procedure resolution, 

RETURN OF LIST OF MEMBERS. | take any business on Thursday and 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg! Friday after the closure ? 


to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it would be 
he will arrange for the presentation of a | desirable to take some business, but he 
further Return of the List of Members | should not. of course, put down any large 
of the House of Commons, bringing it up | or important measure. a 


to date. 
’ f : Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will look into| Wij] there be any opportunity of dis- 


this matter. | cussing the proposal to widen Piccadilly ? 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. e Mr. A. J. _BALFOU R: 1 think that 
: et _| the question is one rather for the London 
Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | County Council ; and, at any rate, it is 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask what! not a subject which should take much 
business the Leader of the House proposes | time at the present stage of the session. 
to take to-morrow ; and whether. with | A Vote will be put down on Thursday, if 
regard to the rest of the session, he can | possible, in time to allow some discussion. 
inform the House what the prospects | 
are. Mr. DILLON asked how it was that 
7 ‘the Berwickshire County Town Bill 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards | appeared as the first Order of the Day. 
to-morrow, I now beg to give notice that | Qn what ground had that extraordinary 
at the beginning of the business [ shall) departure been made from the usual 
move a vote of condolence with His | course 2 
Majesty with respect to the death of the | 
Empress Frederick. The first business | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is not 
of the day will be the discussion of the | one of the allotted Supply days. It is 
resolution of which I gave notice last | not a contentious Bill, but one command- 
night, and which appears on the Paper. ing universal agreement. 
Thursday will be the last allotted day for Shea 
Supply, and Friday the last allotted day edie Tie : 
for Report. As to Monday and Tuesday, LIGHT RAILWAYS (SALARY) 
[ do not think I can pledge myself, but | Committee to consider the expediency 
probably the best course would be to of authorising the payment, out of 
take the Royal Titles Bill, which has just | moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
come down from the House of Lords. | of a Salary to a second Light Railway 
That I shall propose to take first on | Commissioner (King’s Recommendation 
Monday ; and then, probably, it will be signified), to-morrow. — (Mr. Gerald 
desirable to take for the rest of Monday | Balfour.) 
and Tuesday the Factories Bill and the | . q 2 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children| NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE, 
1899-1900. 
Committee to consider the Savings and 
; me _| Deficiencies upon Navy and Army 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | Grants for 1899-1900, and the tem- 
When will the Second Reading of the porary sanction obtained from the Trea- 
Appropriation Bill be taken 2 sury by the Navy and Army Depart- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hope was ments to the Expenditure not provided 
that the Appropriation Bill might be for in the Grants for that year,to-morrow. 
brought in in such time as would enable| Ordered, That the Appropriation Ac- 
the House to rise on the 17th, but that | counts for the Navy and Army Depart- 
prospect seems to be somewhat dimin-| ments, which were presented on the 
nished. I cannot say for a certainty | 15th day of February last, be referred to 
as to the Second Reading, but it will | the Committee.—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 


be brought in immediately after Supply. | lain.) 
3 F 2 


Bill in that order. I cannot penetrate 
further into the future. 
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LUNACY (IRELAND) [EXPENSES]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of all Expenses 
incurred in relation to Criminal Lunatics 
under any Act of the present session to 
amend the law relating to Lunatics in 


Ireland (King’s Recommendation signi- | 


fied), to-morrow.—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 

on Law, etc., with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 

be printed. [No. 309.j 
Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing 

Committee to be printed. [No. 309.] 
Bill, as amended (by the Standing 

Committee), to be considered upon 

Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 285.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Education 
(No. 2) Bill, without amendment. 


ROYAL TITLES BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time to-morrow, and to be printed. 
[Bill 286.1 


NEW BILLS. 


VALUATION (IRELAND). 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam., Dover) in asking 
leave to bring in a Bill to make provision 
with respect to valuation lists and rates 
in cases of a revaluation under Section 
65 of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1898, said: This Bill is framed 
to remove a difficulty which has arisen 
in the city of Belfast. Under the 
Act of 1898 there was a general revalua- 
tion, and that revaluation was com- 
pleted early in this year. The Corpora- 
tion of Belfast were advised by counsel 
that the rates for the current financial 
year might be fixed upon the new valua- 


tion arrived at under the Act of 1898. | 


They proceeded accordingly to fix the 
current rates for this year upon that new 
valuation. The Court of King’s Bench 


and the Court of Appeal in Ireland, how- | 
_never before been applied in the case of 


_ valuations in Ireland, with reference at. 


ever, have quashed these rates as invalid. 
The result is that there are no rates in 


{COMMONS} 


| Belfast, and consequently no means for 
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/making contributions towards the main- 
‘tenance of, or for the carrying on and 
| defraying the expenses of, the municipal 
}administration. Any persons who have 
| paid their rates under the assessment so 
' made can demand their repayment at the 
hands of the corporation. That is an 
impasse which cannot be allowed to 
continue. The Bill is drawn on lines 
which will provoke, I trust, the least 
dissent. It seems in no way to traverse 
the decision given by the High Court. 
It simply proposes to revive the rates of 
last year for the purpose of this year, 
and by doing so Belfast will be mulcted 
in a considerable sum. She will lose the 


/ natural increment which would have 


accrued upon structural improvements, 
and she will receive, if I may so put it, 
the bare necessities of existence for the 
on Aa : 
present year. The decision of the High 
Court of Appeal as it stands also leads to 


‘this result, that the new valuation can- 


not come into operation until the last 
appeal has been heard. Therefore any 
question arising out of the increased 
valuation of houses is not raised by this 
Bill, and will not occur for a number of 
years. Nobody can follow this except 


' hon. Members who are interested in the 
question, but I think I have indicated 


to them the nature and scope of the 
Bill. I can only say that a Bill is neces- 
sary, and, that being so, this is the very 
smallest Bill which could possibly have 
been introduced. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I do not propose to offer any opposition 
at this stage of the Bill, or indeed to offer 
anything except the briefest possible 
criticism. What I desire to point out 
however is that this is a Bill which, not- 
withstanding the tone in which the right 
hon. Gentleman has introduced it, raises 
a number of most important and most 
difficult questions, and I consider it fair 
to give the right hon. Gentleman warning 
that it will be absolutely necessary for 
the Irish Members to scrutinise this Bill 
most closely and to discuss it most fully. 
The right hon. Gentleman has made a 
passing allusion to the consequences 
of the revaluation of the city of Belfast. 
It appears that the revaluation has been 
carried out on principles which have 
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any rate to certain classes of property, | 
with the result that the valuations have | 
been enormously increased, and as a. 
matter of fact the income-tax of the 
eity of Belfast under this new valuation | 
will be increased by £20,000. That is 
only one of the questions which will be 
raised on the consideration of this Bill. 
{ do not propose to go into it further | 
than I have already done, but as the 
right hon. Gentleman introduced the 
Bill in a rather light tone, as if he thought 
it would pass without serious considera- 
tion and discussion, I thought it only 
right to point out that this Bill raises 
very difficult, serious, and important 
questions, and that it will be necessary 
on the other stages for the Irish Members 
seriously to scrutinise and discuss its 
provisions. 


Bill to make provision with respect to 
Valuation Lists and Rates in cases of 
a re-valuation under section sixty-five of 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1898, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Wyndham and Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland. 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
‘To continue various Expiring Laws,”’ 
presented, and read the first time; to 


be read a second time to-morrow, and to 
be printed. [Bill 288.] 


BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN BILL 
[Lords]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1. 


Mr. FLYNN, who had on the Paper 
an Amendment to provide that the clause 
should not take effect until the Ist 
January, 1904, said that, having received 
an explanation from a private Member, 
he did not intend to proceed with his 
Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON said that as it would 
cause inconvenience to discuss this Bill, in 
view of the important debate about to 
take place, he would reserve what he had 


,to say until the Third Reading of the 


‘Bill. 


VALUATION (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To make provision with respect to 
Valuation Lists and Rates in cases of 
a re-valuation under section sixty-five 
of the Local Government (Ireland) Act 
1898,”’ presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time to-morrow, 
and to be printed. [Bill 287. ] 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE. 


Bill to continue various expiring ! 
Laws, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain and Mr. Attorney 
General. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) asked whether 
the Light Railways Act was included in 
this Bill, and, if so, why ? 


| 

THe SECRETARY to THe TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, Wor- 
cestershire, E.) said the Bill was the 
same as last year except for two small 
alterations. The Light Railways Act, 
1896, was continued so far as related to 
the power of the Light Railway Com- 
missioners, but a certain power under the | 
Endowed Schools Act was omitted, being | 
no longer required. | 
{ 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
the Bill was promoted by the county 
council, and had the support of the 


| majority of his constituents, although he 


quite admitted there was a_ certain 
amount of opposition from gentlemen 


' who, he believed, were politically friendly 
‘to himself. He had never taken sides 


either for or against the Bill, but inas- 


, much as the county council had requested 


him to support the measure, he thought 
it his duty to say this much. 


Bill reported without amendment ; to 
be read the third time upon Thursday. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith in the Chair]. 


CiviL Servic—E EstTIMATes, 1901-2. 


Cuiass V. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“ That a sum, not exceeding £6,500,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 


Xt 
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the Charge which will come in course of the principles which control all our 
payment during the year ending on the | 


31st day of March, 1902, for a grant-in- 


} 


aid of the revenues of the Transvaal 


and the Orange River Colony.” 
*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 


mouthshire, W.): This is the most 
remarkable Estimate I have ever seen 
submitted to the House of Commons. 
It comes in under the head of Supple- 
mentary Estimates, but it is not a supple- 
mentary Estimate at all. It is not supple- 
mentary to anything which has been 
estimated before. The first item of it 
is a grant-in-aid to meet the expenditure 
which may be classified under any of the 
following heads, and the first head is 
* Civil Administration of the Transvaal, 
Estimated Deficit.” Deficit upon what ? 
We are not told what the revenue is ; we 
are not told what the expenditure is to 
which it is a deficit. It simply refers to 
a deficit of a million without stating the 
balance on which it is a deficit. In 
dealing with the public revenue and 
expenditure of this country, when there 
is a deficit we have at least a statement 
of the items of expenditure which are to 
be met by the Vote for that deficit, and 
of the revenue the insufficiency of which 
leads to the deficit. But we live in days 
of revolutions and innovations upon all 
the safeguards which have been provided 
by the traditions of Parliament for the 
security of public expenditure, and | 
suppose very soon we shall have a Budget 
presented in this form—Deficit on the 
year, say, £50,000,000, taking the 
average of the last two years ; no state- 
ment of revenue, no statement of the 
expenditure. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer comes forward and says, “ I 
ask for £50,000,000, and I propose that 
we shall meet it, say, by taxation of 
£10,000 and the residue by loan.” That 
will be a very simple form of Budget, 
to which, I suppose, this may be taken 
as the introduction. A more extra- 
ordinary statement I have never known. 
When are we to be told what is the esti- 
mated revenue of the Transvaal during 
the present year for civil purposes, and 
what are the purposes to which this 
£1,000,000 is to be applied ? Contrary 
to the motion which has been put from 
the Chair, that this money is to be applied 


to the wants of the present year, we are | 


expenditure. “No surrender will be 
made in respect of such sums as may be 
issued in the financial year out of the 
grant.’ Therefore the security for the 
finance of this country that money voted 


for the year should be spent within the 


year, and that there should be a surrender 
of the money that was not spent, is, in 
these days of wild expenditure, thrown 
overboard. The only security we have, 
when expenditure is growing by leaps 
and bounds, this rule of sound finance, 
is set at nought, and apparently the 
Exchequer is going to take for its motto 
the legend of the play-bill, “ Vivat 
Rex! No money returned. No ques- 
tions asked.” That is to be the new 
finance. It seems to me that if there be 
anything more dangerous, more extrava- 
gant, and more mischievous than the 
new diplomacy it is the new finance ; 
and that the consequences of the latter, 
as well as the former, are so serious that 
the House ought to be warned of them. 

If there were nothing else in the matter 
I for one should vote against an Estimate 
thus presented. To bring forward an 
Estimate without telling what the money 
is going to be expended upon is contrary 
to all sound financial principle. 

We are threatened with other revolu- 
tions, which, I believe, will be proposed 
to-morrow, in the financial arrangements 
of this country. We are going on so 
fast that I really do not know how long 
it will be before the Government comes 
down on a Wednesday morning to this 
House and proposes that all the expendi- 
ture of this country should be voted in a 
single sum, and probably in a single 
night, declaring, as to particulars, that 
those are mere questions of detail, and 
that therefore it is not worth while to 
spend the time of the House in discussing 
them! That is what, it seems to me, we 
are coming to. If the House is satisfied 
with that, if the country is satisfied with 
that, I think that the growth of the 
expenditure of this country, great as it 
has been in the last few years, will become 
much greater, until people become alive 


‘to the fact that it is part of the duty 


of the House of Commons to consider 
expenditure. 


I do not desire to pursue that, but I 
wish to ask the Colonial Secretary 


told that it is not to be subject to one of | whether this Vote of a mil!ion —— 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): A million and a half. 


*Sir WILLTAM HARCOURT: Oh, 
yes, £1,500,000—whether that is to be 
raised in future by that hypothetical loan 
which some time or other is going to be 
raised in the Transvaal, and which, after 
all, will be a loan for which we shall be 
responsible, or by the still more hypothe- 
tical loan which is to be fixed on the 
Transvaal at some future time to bear 
(“A”), (“C2”), and (“D”). Most of this is 
war expenditure. As I understand, this 
South African Constabulary is to be 
treated as a military force. Why is it 
not brought forward, then, as a supple- 
mentary military vote? That is the’ 
form in which it ought to be presented. 
There is also an item in reference to work- 
ing and maintenance of railw.ys, which 
is to be treated as military expenditure. | 
Why, then, is it proposed in this form 
under this grant-in-aid, which is to be 
passed for future repayment by the | 
Transvaal, which, I venture to say, no- 
body expects, and least of all the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh! 
*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 1), 


observe that it is the Colonial Secretary 
who demurs to my remark. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is the 
Colonial Secretary who is bringing for- | 
ward this Vote and is responsible for it. 
I most certainly believe that a very large 
amount will be got back. 


*Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: The! 
right hon. Gentleman has been good 
enough to tell us that he is an optimist ; 
an optimist will believe anything. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : A pessimist 
will not believe even the truth. 


*Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: We 
will not quarrel over that. I will now | 
draw the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman to a matter on which, I hope, 
we shall not disagree so widely. I want 
to ask how much of this million is going | 
to be applied to the charge of the natives 
in South Africa. I venture to say that 
there is no question more important with | 
reference to the administration of these 
new acquisitions than the manner in| 
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‘that Government has passed away. 


' pose of enforced labour. 
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|which the natives, and especially the 
| question of native labour, are to be dealt 
with. The subject in the past has had 
a painful and shameful history. Upon 
the manner in which you deal with this. 
| question will depend very much the 
| reputation of British administration in 
|South Africa at home and abroad. We 


/ have heard a great deal about our main 


objects being civilisation and freedom. 
It remains to be seen by the way in which 
we deal with this question of labour, 
especially in the gold diggings, how far 
gold has demoralised the public conscience 
upon this matter, how far it has deadened, 
if not destroyed, those principles of 
freedom of labour which have been in 
the past the boast of the English nation. 
That the existing laws in the Transvaal 
are unjust, that they have been cruel, 
is not denied. I give all credit to 
the Colonial Secretary for the admission 
which he has made in his despatch on this 
subject that the punishments under the 
existing laws in South Africa are un- 
paralleled in any part of the British 
Empire. He has done something, I 
thankfully admit, to diminish these 
cruelties ; but he has not yet redressed 


'—I hope he will—the gold laws and the 


pass laws in operation in South Africa. 
He says—these are the words of the des- 
pateh— 

“The penalties for being without pass and 


enforcing contracts of labour are unparalleled 
in legislation in any part of the Empire.” 


I venture to say that that law is still in 
force to-day, though the penalties have 
been mitigated by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. If this legislation had been the 
work of the Dutch people—the former 
Government of the Transvaal—we might 
not regard it as being so serious, because 
But 
it was not the work of the Dutch Govern- 
ment ; it was the work of the gold-mining 
interest in the Transvaal. The original 
Pass Laws were only, as I understand, 
mild measures of police, which were 
necessary for dealing with the natives. 
It was not until a comparatively modern 


| period that they were used for the pur- 


There was an 
Industrial Commission in the year 1897, 
I will call attention to some statements 
which were made as to the object with 
which the Pass Laws were enacted. 
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Mr. Charles Goldman—a most appro- | 
| Leamington) : And many other matters. 


priate name—said— 


“The necessity of having control over the 


natives, the necessity too of insuring a binding | 


contract between the mines employing native 
labour and such employees 
heads of the mining industry to frame a law 
which was intended to cover these conditions 
-and requirements.” 


Therefore it is the conjoint and co- 
operating gold miners who devised 
this law. 

“Tt was not until October, 1895, that the 


proposed regulations became law, and not until 
May, 1896, that they became actively operative.”’ 


Mr. Goldman goes on to point out 
that the law— 


“came into existence at the request of the 
mining industry, that it was framed by certain 
persons connected with the mining industry, 
that it wasthe mining industry that solicited the 
‘Government to administer the law, and that it 
was the mining interest which suggested to the 
Government that they should pay considera- 
tion to the proper carrying out of this law.” 


Therefore I am well founded in saying 
that this was not a law favoured by the 
Boer Government. It was a law practi- 
-eally imposed upon them by the gold- 
mining interest—this law which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary has justly characterised as 
unparalleled in the severity of its penalties 
in any part of this Empire. It was these 
men who advised this law, and when they 
had got this law they complained that 
the Boer Government did not carry it 
out as strictly as they intended it should 
be carried out, and that the law was not 
severe enough. This was one of the 
complaints of the Uitlanders—that the 
Boer Government was too lax in the 
administration of this law. 

Now let us understand the real origin 
of this barbarous law, if I may call it so 


from the admission of the Colonial 
Secretary. It is well to understand 


the principles on which this Pass Law 
was enacted. Upon that Industrial Com- 
mission there were two men who were 
entitled to speak for the mining interest— 
there was Mr. James Hay, president of 
the Chamber of Mines, and Mr. George 
Albu, the chairman of the Association 
of Mines. They gave their evidence, the 
‘object of which was to explain what their 
desire was in reference to legislation 
on native labour in South Africa. 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 


induced the | 
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Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 


*Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes, 
but I am endeavouring to call attention 
to the object of these Pass Laws ; they 
are devoted to native labour, therefore 
the evidence on the Pass Laws is evidence 
as to native labour. I am now going 
to read to the Committee evidence which 
shows what was the object of the authors 
ofthelaw. These gentlemen were exam- 
ined by the principal administrators of 
the Boer Government, who were ex- 
tremely unwilling to pass a law of this 
severity, as appears by the questions 
they put. Mr. De Beers, who was the 
first special Judicial Commissioner, a 
high authority, questions Mr. James Hay, 
president of the Chamber of Mines, who 
says :— 

“The question of native wages is a very 
important one not only for the mines, but for 
the farmers and everybody who requires labour. 
I think we are all agreed that the natives ar 
too highly paid in this country,” 


Then Mr. De Beers says— 


“You say the native labour is far too high,” 


) 


and he goes on to ask, 

*‘Do you think it would be desirable to get 
forced labour ?—Yes.—Against fair pay ?—Of 
course ”” 

—the fair pay to be settled, however: 
by the gold men. 

Then comes Mr. Albu, the chairman 

'of the Association of Mines, and this is 
what he says is the object they had in 
view in the legislation they are demanding 
from the Boer Government. 


“The reduction of native labour is necessary 
for two reasons: the one is to reduce our 
whole expenditure, and the second has a very 
far-reaching effect upon the conditions which 
may prevail with regard to native labour in the 
future. The native at the present moment 
receives a wage far in excess of the exigencies 
of his existence.” 


That is to be the test of wages, that is 
the view of these gentlemen, and that is 
the view which apparently the law at 
present in force was intended to carry out. 


“At the present rate of wages the native 
will be enabled to save a lot of money in @ 
couple of years. If the native can save £20 a 
year it is almost sufficient for him to go home 
and liveon the fat of his land. In five or six 
years time the native population will have 
saved enough money to make it unnecessary 

for them to workany more. The consequences 
of this will be most disastrous for the industry 
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and the State. . . I thinkif the native gets | force, a tax could be levied. If a white man 
sufficient pay tosave £5 a year, that sum is quite | loiters about without doing anything he is run 
enough for his requirements, and will prevent | in. Why should a nigger be allowed to do 
natives from becoming rich in a short space of | nothing ?”’ 

time.” 


‘ 'I know of a great many people who do 
Then he is asked by Mr. De Beers-- nothing ; this doctrine is a very serious 
“Can you suggest any remedy for this?— question for 2 great many people. 

The only remedy I can suggest is that we pay A z . 

the native a wage which, whilst enabling him “J! think a Kaffir should be compelled to 

to save money, will hinder him from becoming work in order to obtain his living.” 

exceptionally rich.” Now we come to this rather important 

This is the doctrine of Park Lane. They question— 

wanted legislation to prevent people «Do you think you would get the majority 

saving too much, something which of the people on the Rand with you in trying 

should limit them to the bare necessaries to make the Kaffirs work at a certain pay ?— 
of existence, and which should prevent ! think so.” 

men becoming exceptionally rich. I/Those are the Uitlanders, the ill-used 

recommend that doctrine to the Chan- people, and this gentleman asserted that 

cellor of the Exchequer. If he will only they would have entirely confirmed his 
carry it into effect with regard to these | policy. And then this question was 
gentlemen who recommend financial asked by the Boers— 

propositions of this character, he will) «Would it not be called slavery?—No, so 

realise something which will go towards | long as the man earned a certain amount‘of 

his deficit,and will prevent men becoming | money.” 

exceptionally rich. This is the doctrine | But the certain amount of money is to 

of the Rhodeses, the Beits, and the he the bare necessities of existence, and 

Ecksteins—the native man is not to that is what separates it from being 

he allowed to save more than £5 a year glavery. 

for fear he should become exceptionally « j¢ a a i a 

rich. you force him to work ?—Tax him, then. If I 
I want the Committee thoroughly to have £5 to spend I do not want to do any 

understand the danger there is in South work, but if the Government passes a law that 

Africa in allowing natives to be under af qeetitenacnt Tivge tiann yees soe See a 


. South Africa, who often call themselves that, 
the influence of these men, who coerced must pay a tax of £3 per month, then there 


the Boer Government into this legisla- only remains £2, and I am forced to work.” 
tion, and who, if we do not take care, 
will coerce the British Administration 
in South Africa into legislation with the 
same object. ris ally ake the “ 

tent Pe t — a “i er -t of Ny ; ‘‘Then you would not allow the Kaffir to 
Committee understan the spirit o these hold land in the country, but he must work 
people. Horace has said that gold is for the white man in order to enrich him?” 
best situate when it is not ‘That is asked by the Boers. The answer 
discovered. I wish to show the effect | 5. : 


it has ee the minds of those ‘‘He must do his part of the work by helping 
who are devoted to nothing else jj, neichbours.” 


y i c is iti . \ . Ss i Jy € r ° 
out, st ree Ar. Smit, another | Then Mr. Joubert, who wished to know 
of the Boer administrators, asks Mr. | : epg . 
the views of the gold miners of South 


iin | Africa, says 
“Do you intend to cheapen Kaffir labour ? | ~ vl ‘ ys : 

How do you propose to effect that ?—By simp y “You said yesterday that if a law could be 

telling the boys that their wages are reduced. made for enforced labour it would be a great 

Suppose the Kaffirs retire back to their kraals. | assistance ; is that your opinion ?—Yes. 

Now, in case that happens and that you rs ack a verv ine 

were without black labour, would you be in Then the Boers ask a very pertinent 

favour of asking the Government to enforce , question— 

labour 2—Certainly ; the Kaffir cannot live on | “Is there a law in England to get forced 

nothing. | labour?” 

He is to be made first of all to live on! 


That is the financial principle of com- 
pulsory labour entertained by the heads 
of the mining industry in South Africa. 


: | He says— 
nothing, in order that he may be com-| eae ee eee ere 
pelled to labour— | know.” 


“Would you make it compulsory?—Yes, I | ‘ : 
would make it compulsory, and without using ' The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
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knows that it exists in no part of this 
Empire. 

“Then why would you like it here ?—I have 
not asked for it, but I told you what the con- 
sequence would be if we reduced the price of 
labour and the natives refused to work here. 
Then Mr. Smit pointed out to you that you 
cannot tax the Kaffir higher than the white 
man ?—No, you only tax him to make him 
work. How can you make a law for two ?— 
The Law of the Republic will be the same for 
everyone. Do you think the people will 
consent to such a law ?—I do not know, Iam 
not a legislator.” 


Supply—Civil 


But they were legislating, and the result 
ot this evidence was that they got another 
pass law with much more severe penal- 
ties, doubling the penalties which existed 
in 1896 for the purpose of enforcing this 
labour. We have heard a great deal 
about having equal laws for all white 
men. I regret that we cannot aspire to 
the level of the United States of America, 
where they have equal laws for all men. 
[“* No.”] I see the right hon. Gentleman 
seems to express surprise at that. He 
ought to know something about America; 
will he tell us where are the laws that 
make a distinction? However, I am 
not raising here the question of colour. 
[ admit that it may not be possible for 
you to give all rights—political rights— 
to the men of colour in South Africa, 
but there is one right which you have no 
justification in denying to any man, 
whatever may be his colour—the right 
of disposing of his own labour. That is 
a right which cannot and ought not to 
be refused to the natives of South Africa, 
and these pass laws and gold laws practi- 
cally by their operation deprive the 
natives of South Africa of the right to 
dispose of their own labour as they please. 
| know very well that in venturing to 
enunciate a doctrine and a_ principle 
which certainly a few years ago would 
have been regarded as an axiom in the 
House of Commons and by the English 
nation, I know these men would call it 
“unetuous rectitude.” We shall see 
how far this country, which has hitherto 
held a first place in the destruction of the 
principles of slavery and everything that 
appertains to it, maintains that honoured 
place, and how far those principles still 
obtain in the House of Commons. 

The preamble of the Pass Law of 1899 
speaks of the regulations as— 


‘having for their object the facilitating and | 


regulating of the supply ef native labour to 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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the — diggings, with better control and 
regulation of the natives themselves.” 

That short enactment reminds me of 
the euphemism of slavery in the old days 
before the United States of America had 
delivered themselves from the accursed 
traftic, when the slaves were described as 
persons “held to labour.” The object 
of the gold laws and pass laws is to 
“hold” the natives of South Africa to 
labour. Now the remarkable part of 
this law is that it applies not only to 
labour imported from India and else- 
where, but it applies to the indigenous 
native in the land which was his own, 
which you have taken possession of, and 
whose rights you are bound to respect. 
The definition of “ native” sets forth 
that it shall apply to the males of all 
coloured races in South Africa. The 
more you study this distinction the more 
you will see that it is a contrivance to 
make life intolerable. I say that this 
law is a shameful one, and is absolutely 
indefensible. It is contrary to the first. 
principles of the freedom of labour. 
Although I admit it may take a few 
weeks to do away with it, I say that that 
law is a disgrace to the British Govern- 
ment so long as it remains in operation: 
The law of 1896 failed. I am glad it 
failed. The gold gamblers say it failed 
through the laches of the Boer Govern- 
ment in not enforcing it with the severity 
they intended and endeavoured to exact. 
The evidence given before the Com- 
mission describes what happened. If a 
native was without his pass, if he did not 
get employment which entitled him to a 
pass, he was to pay a fine of £10, to be 
imprisoned for three months with hard 
labour, to be flogged. The consequence 
was, as Mr. Dalrymple says— 

“the gaols have been crowded with deserters 
who failed to procure the £3 fine, and as there 
was no further prison accommodation the 
Landdrost had been obliged to reduce the fine 
from £3 to as low a figure as 3d., which clearly 
proved how unmanageable the present method 
of administering the law has become.” 


Service Estimates. 


Then he gives a return showing that 
since the law came into operation no less 
probably than 14,000 “ boys ” deserted 
out of a total of 19,000 monthly em- 
ployed by the company. without a single 
one being brought back to he mines or 
being brought to justice. Sir, I rejoice 
that these men escaped that law. I 
rejoice that the law was broken, and I 
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rejoice that there were 14,000 boys who | 
escaped imprisonment and flogging. 
Mr. Dalrymple continues— 

“For instance, the Robinson Company, 
since she law has been brought into operation, 
had over 1,500 boys desert from their service, 
and not a single one had been recaptured.” 


That is the condition of the South: 


African Pass Law. Ifa native says, “J 
will work for fair wages above ground, 
but I hate going underground in the 
mine ”—and that applies to the greater 
part of Rhodesia. [An Hon. MEMPER : 
No.| Who says no ? 
dence of it. Out of the thousands of 
natives employed they could only get 
750 men out of the Transvaal. I will 
show what is the effect in Rhodesia. Do 
you not know what the feelings of those 
natives are, not merely with regard to 
the mines, but with regard to other 
labour? In your railway to Uganda | 
believe it is true that there has not been 
a single native employed to turn a single 
sod ; you have had to import coolie labour 
from India for that purpose. There is a 
great repugnance to work of this char- 
acter, and especially to underground 
work in the mines. Last week I read 
the report of a meeting of a South African 
mining company where it was stated that 
arrangements had been made to bring 
1,000 Arabs to labour in Rhodesia. I 
do not know who these Arabs are, or how 
they are going to be dealt with. These 
Arabs are to be br ought over and distri- 
buted in Rhodesia, and why? Because 
in Rhodesia itself they cannot get the 
men to work in the mines. Is it sur- 
prising that these children of the sun, 

who do not want high wages, who are 
satisfied with little, prefer to live in the 
open, and dislike nothing so much as to 
go into a mine? You know’ what 

happened at Beira, where they imported 
300 or 400 men, and when they 

found out what was going to happen to 
them they jumped into the sea. The 
chairman of the Bonsor mine stated the 
other day that the British South Africa 

Company have undertaken a scheme for 
the importation of Arab labour, and by 
the latest advices they will leave Aden 

in a few weeks time, and they will be 
followed by others as fast as they ¢ can 
be obtained. Iam illustrating in all this 
the unwillingness of the natives to go 
into the mines. That is the history of 
Rhodesia, and that is the history of the | 


{6 AuGcusT 1901} 


Here is the evi- | 


' eoolies 


Rand. Nine-tenths of the natives em- 
ployed in the Rand mines do not belong 


to the Transvaal, but come from Portu- 


guese territory and elsewhere. The 
supply of labour from Portuguese terri- 
tory is extremely limited. Hence this 
desire to force the natives into the 
mines. I think we have a right to ask 
that no part of this million of money shall 
be spent to give effect to that desire, and 
unless we get that assurance, or some 
satisfactory explanation from the right 
hon. Gentleman as to the machinery that 
is to have charge of native labour, we 
ought to resist the Vote to the utmost of 
our power. 

Sir, I do not think that that is a 
view which the right hon. Gentleman 
will fail to appreciate. I was extremely 
thankful for the tone of his telegram, on 
the subject of native labour, for the 
mitigation of punishments, for the 
abolition of flogging, but there still 
remain penalties which are extremely 
unjust. There are maximum penalties 
of £10, with imprisonment with hard 
labour. We have, fortunately, an ex- 
ample to follow. The right hon. Gentle- 
man may say, What do you propose ? 
We have got a most wise and a most 
humane code in the West Indian 
Islands for the protection of the 
imported from the East Indies, 
and that is due to the wisdom and 
humanity with which the East Indian 
administration has been able to deal with 
the coloured races. It has been done in 
a manner that is a model for the world. 
Contrast this code, which you will find 
in the Blue-book, with the Pass Laws of 
South Africa. That Code does not 
pretend to deal with the indigenous 
negro of the West Indies. He is allowed 
to live his own life in his own manner, 
and there is no coercion at all. 
The labour is required there, and, as I 
understand, the Government to a certain 
extent are willing that the labourshould be 
supplied from outside. That code applies 
to the immigrants and nobody else. The 
labourers are supplied under the superin- 
tendence of the Government. There is 
an officer appointed who is very much 
wanted in South Africa, and who is 
called the protector of native labour. 
Where is the protector of native labour 
in South Africa 2? Every care is taken of 
the immigrants in the West Indies under 
the code. There are clauses with refer- 


Service Estimates. 1466: 



















































Xt 





1467 


rence to medical officers, the visitation 
of the plantations, and the provision of 
hospitals. There is a superintendent of 
contracts, to see that they are fair con- 
tracts, and, above all, to see that the men 
who sign these contracts know what they 
are signing. There are provisions to 
‘secure the labourers their fair wages 
and to regulate the time of labour. 
That is a policy which I believe has 
worked extremely well. I desire most 
strongly to urge upon the Govern- 
ment to abolish those Pass Laws of 
South Africa without delay, and to 
substitute for them a code like the 
enlightened and merciful code of the 
West Indies, which has been found to 
be entirely consistent with the local 
industries. I hope we shall have an 
assurance from the right hon. Gentleman 
that that shall be done, and done without 
any delay, because we all know the 
pressure and the coercion which were 
applied to the late Boer Government by 
the gold interest in Johannesburg ; and 
I venture to say that the new Admini- 
strator will find that the same pressure 
will be applied to him pretty severely 
inthefuture. The right hon. Gentleman 
has undertaken, very wisely and rightly, 
to mitigate the abominable penalties of 
that code, and so I hope he, with the 
support of the House of Commons, will, 
from the centre of authority, which is 
not exposed, I trust, to the same influ- 
ences, determine that this unjust legisla- 
tion shall be at once removed, and that 
there shall be substituted for it a code 
in reference to native labour that shall 
maintain the old reputation of the British 
name in dealing with native races. 


Mr. LYTTELTON said he desired 
to say a few words in reply to the right 
hon. Gentleman. Manifestly both sides 
of the House were in very substantial 
agreement with many things which he 
said. His recollection of what occurred 
at the Industries Commission of 1897 
was not so recent as that of the right 
hon. Gentleman. He had not at that 
moment the Report before him, but his 
impression was that the right hon. 
Gentleman did scant justice to the 
persons whose evidence he had quoted. 
Those gentlemen in their evidence 
advocated, among other things, a tax 
upon natives, which was a very different 
thing from advocating, as the right hon. 
Sir William Harcourt, 
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' penalties of the Pass Laws. But that was 
a method of controversy with which he 
was sorry to say they were familiar 
from the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I beg 
pardon. The hon. Gentleman is not 
entitled to say that. I read the evi- 
dence of these men, and I say that the 
brutal penalties were asked by these men 
as well. As to the tax they proposed, I 
am happy to say that it was indignantly 
rejected by the committee of the Boers. 


Mr. LYTTELTON said the Boer 
Government were ably represented on the 
Commission by Mr. Joubert and other 
officials. He confessed he was astonished 
to hear the charges formulated by the 
right hon. Gentleman as if they were 
the legitimate inference to be drawn 
from two or three men who gave evidence. 
I am not acquainted with any of the 
gentlemen—Messrs. Eckstein, Mr. Beit, 
and certain other persons. 


*Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
hon. Member does not seem very clear 
as to what took place. Will he remember 
that the men I have quoted were put on 
the Industrial Commission as advisory 
members ¢ 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I 
moment how that 
position. reins of 
were in hands of the Boers in 
1897 and 1899, and these men 
who gave evidence, although the 
representatives of certain houses, had 
no power to enforce their wishes on 
the Boer Government. The Boer 
Government was absolute, and certainly 
no more effective indictment have | 
heard during the course of this session 
of Mr. Kruger and all the works which 
his Government were guilty of than 
the long and elaborate denunciation of 
these Pass Laws which were passed by 
the Boer Government, and for which, 
at any rate, they have the sole responsi- 
bility. 


cannot for a 
alters the 
government 
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The 
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in 


*Srrk WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
hon. Gentleman ought to be a little 
more accurate. As a matter of fact the 
Pass Law was not the work of the Trans- 
vaal Government. If he had _ taken 
the trouble to read the Blue-book he 
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would have found that Mr. Solomon | ment—and he knew of cases where these 


says—— 


Mr. LYTTELTON said he was familiar 
with the passage, but Mr. Solomon 
did not say that. [The hon. Member 
read a passage from Mr. Solomon’s 
evidence.| The position was that the 
Executive Council passed the Pass Law, 
and although it was not confirmed 
by the Volksraad, it was passed as 
a regulation under the Gold Law, and 
was acted upon by the Boer Govern- 
ment. The responsibility for the passing 
of this law lay with the Executive of the 
Boer Government. Would the right 
hon. Gentleman admit that ? 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Now 


the hon. Member asks me a question. It 


was not valid till it was confirmed by the | 


Legislature of the Transvaal. It was not 
confirmed, and it is in operation now, 
not through the action of the Boer 
Government, but by proclamation by the 
British administrator. 


Mr. LYTTELTON said the right hon. 


twenty-five lashes had been given so 
violently that they had permanently in- 
jured the health of the Kaffirs. That 
was the indictment which the right hon. 
Gentleman had been drawing obviously 
not against this Government but against 
the Boer Government. What had been 
done since? The right hon. Gentleman 
had done the Colonial Secretary full jus- 
| tice as to his disapproval of these brutal 
punishments, but said that more could 
be done. But with what justice, he 
asked, did the right hon. Gentleman 
accuse the whole mining community in 
South Africa with having been a party 
to this legislation and these brutal punish~ 
ments ? He thought that the right hon. 
Gentleman would find that the position 
of the more enlightened of the mining 
community and of all those who had 
responsibility in South Africa in that 
connection was that the natives should 
| not be ill-used. A substantial question, 
not to be passed over in a rhetorical 
| manner, was whether there ought not 
|to be some tax on the natives. It was 








Gentleman had given his opinion, but he | alleged upon the one side that if the 
thought he had given more hours to the | natives were taxed, even in a slight de- 
study of this particular point as to the! gree, it was practically forcing them into 
Executive Council than the right hon. | the mines to earn sufficient money to pay 
Gentleman had given minutes. The/the tax. It was said with undue haste 
right hon. Gentleman had given the/ that that was in reality, though not in 





Committee his opinion that this law was | form, a sort of forced labour. Let him 
not valid. It was perfectly true that 
the High Commissioner had carried on 
the law by proclamation, but the gist of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s complaint 
against the law was that there were 
brutal penalties under it, and that it 
ought at once to be repealed. Now, the 
brutal penalties were originated and 
authorised by the Boers, and that of 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
complained so bitterly had the authority, 
the sanction, and the initiation of the 
Boer Government. That was his point. 
He wished to say a word or two as to 
administration. When he was in Johan- 
nesburg about nine months ago the 
military authorities were controlling the 
police administration, and even then, 
although they had just taken it over, 
they had substantially mitigated the 
punishments under the gold mining law. 
They objected to the twenty-five lashes 
which used to be given by the Boers to 
Kaffirs for merely walking on the pave- 





put the other side of the case. The 
natives in South Africa enjoyed under 
British government very substantial 
benefits, and we were entitled surely to. 
tax them moderately—not excessively— 
for these great and substantial benefits : 
and if the effect of that moderate taxation 
was to make them to some extent indus- 
trious, was it too much to say that such 
a tax should be condemned out of hand 
as equivalent to forced labour? Un- 
deniably the interest of the rich men in 
South Africa was in favour of the natives, 
in order that they might induce them 
to workin the mines. Every enlightened 
man in the House, who wished to do jus- 
tice to the natives and maintain the high 
standing which Great Britain had always 
had for generous treatment of the native 
races, ought to watch with the greatest 
possible jealousy every, tax which was 
favourable to ourselves. We ought to 
take ourselves to task narrowly in this 
matter. But the Protector of the natives : 
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was Sir Godfrey Yeatman Lagden, one | most important bearing upon the whole 
of the best, most prudent, and most en-| future of the African continent. The 
‘lightened men in South Africa, and he | territory that was to be governed under 
ventured to say, from a tolerably com- | this Vote was half as big again as the 
plete knowledge of that gentleman, that | whole of these islands which we spent 
under his administration no injustice | our time in doing our best to govern, 
would be done, and that isolated evi- | It would be our “duty to replant and 
-dence given by capitalists or gold mine / replenish that territory, which had 
-owners would be allowed for one moment | frontiers to the colonial possessions of two 
to stand against British honour. If the | | European countries—Germany and Por- 
natives require protection they had in ‘tugal and was subject to many other 
‘Sir Godfrey Lagden one of the best and | influences from the outside. We had 
most enlightened protectors in the) | further to keep in mind that it had been 
Empire. While he admitted that we | scraped clear of its white inhabitants, 
‘ought to watch ourselves vigilantly in | He warned the Committee not to accept 
regard to taxing the natives, he believed the optimistic view of the Government 
that industry was good for the natives ; | that this Vote would cover all the 
and so long as they , derived great benefit | expenses. He himself had no doubt 
from our rule it was our duty to coach | that this was only the first of a long 
them into habits of industry. He would series of such Votes which would be 
again say that the brutal punishments | asked for—from two to three millions 
.of the natives had been abundantly con- | per annum, which would be equal to an 
demned by his right hon. friend the | army corps or a substantial contribution 
Colonial Secretary, although no extracts | towards old-age pensions. He supposed 
‘had been read by the right hon. Gentle-| that when the Transvaal and Orange 
man opposite from the Blue-book to that | River Colony were reinhabited the 
effect. ‘number of white settlers, exclusive of 
Outlanders, would not exceed 100,000 
—the population of an English county 
‘ ae or large provincial town. ‘The amount 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said that the | of ae * am then, meant an expendi- 
amount of this Vote, £6,500,000, was ture of £50 per head of the popula- 
large, and that in itself was sufficient to tion, or £200 per household. Such 
give the Committee pause, because what | 4 gum expended upon the adminis- 
they were about to inaugurate really WaS |tration of this country would mean 
something fresh in the drama in South £2,000,000,000 per annum. and suck 
Africa. They were now called on to an expenditurein ten years would eat 
determine what the fruits of all our up the whole capital ‘of this wealthy 
labour and expenditure during the past | country. Was such an expenditure as 
eighteen months might be. No doubt that necessarv? The Budgets of the 
orators who sat on the Front Bench ‘Transvaal and the Orange Colony in 
would hope and believe that these fruits | 1886 and 1887. before the discovery of 
would be apples of gold ; but there were | gold in those countries, showed that they 
men in this country who ‘maintained could be administered well at the cost of 
that they would be apples of Sodom, or | ¢5 per head of the white population, 
sour grapes, which would set on edge the yet directly we stepped in we raised it to 
teeth of our children’s children. The $50 per head. The rejoinder might be 
task which we were undertaking in South | made that the gold mines would pay 
Africa was greater than had ever been | thig large expenditure, but he would 
undertaken by —_ nation In the history pemind the Committee that if that was 
of the world. What was it we proposed | done that money would not be available 
to do? For months past we had been for the revenue of this country. It came 
engaged in making - desert, which was to this, that whether this expenditure 
the Colonial Secretary's way of making | yas paid out of the proceeds of the gold 
peace ; and now we were called upon to| mines or some other source, the result 
retrieve that desolation. The question | myst inevitably be that it would come 
before the Committee was, By what | out of the pockets of the taxpayers of 
method was that going to be done? For | this country, who would be saddled with 
the result of that method would have a | hig huge burden. He would suggest 


Mr. Lyttelton. 





'{Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N,) in the 
Chair. , 
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that, before this vast expenditure was 
entered into, some sufficient inquiry 
should be made as to whether the cost 
of administration of these countries 
could not be materially reduced. He 
thought that if it was submitted to a 
committee of Dutch colonists they would 
manage to materially reduce the cost, 
and still arrive at a high state of efficiency 
in the administration. 

Another question to be considered was 
whether Crown Colony government was 
best suited to the circumstances emerging 
in the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony. The three disadvantages of 
Crown Colony government were that it 
was government by military force, that 
it tended to become permanent, and that 
it was the form of government least 
responsible to the House of Commons. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and, forty Members being 
found present— 


Mr. BLACK (continuing): The com- 
mon experience and the necessary result 
of Crown Colony government was the 
prohibition of political meetings, for 
which there was no need, there being 
no personal representation. But if the 
Government prohibited political meetings 
were they to prohibit religious meetings ? 
The distinction between the two was 
very slight, because, as the experience of 
Scotland in the seventeenth century had 
shown, when people met together for 
religious purposes they would talk politics, 
and their ministers would preach politics 
to them. The Colonial Secretary and 
Mr. Kruger appeared to be in accord 
with regard to this matter, because the 
Colonial Secretary aimed at uncondi- 
tional surrender, and Mr. Kruger thought 
it was better to fight to a finish than 
accept the terms offered by the right 
hon. Gentleman. Unconditional — sur- 
render on the part of the Boers would 
be the worst thing that could happen to 
this country. If we had to plant the 
Boers on the land without some form 
of central government, we would be 
faced with such a problem as had never 
been faced by any nation in the world. 
That was one of the things to be feared, 
and, in his opinion, the Boers should be 
induced to enter into some arrangement 
by which they would, more or less con- 
tentedly, come under our rule, 
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What was the constitutional position of 
the Colenial Secretary in this matter ? 
The rnght hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth had called attention 
to the extraordinary manner in which 
the Estimate was presented. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
had heen more than once questioned 
in debate as to how he proposed to 
administer the Goverrment of these 
countries, and he had replied, by Crown 
Colony government, but had declined 
to inform the Committee as to the kind 
of Crown government he proposed 
to adopt. It was not sufficient to say 
“Crown Colony government.’’ There 
was the question as to whether the right 
hon. Gentleman had taken any steps 
to ascertain if the Members of the 
nominated council would be acceptable 
to the people they were to govern. 
Then there was the question of who was 
to preside over the councils. If Lord 
Milner was to preside over that of the 
Transvaal, who was to preside in the 
Orange River Coleny? Then there was 
the question of what language was to be 
used for the promulgation of these 
decrees ; that was the question which lay 
at the root of the whole South African 
question. Then there was the ques- 
tion of whom the right of ratsing taxa- 
tion was to be left with, the nomimated 
councils or this House. Then there 
was the question ot the indemnity. It 
was perfectly plain that it was impossible 
to give these colonies Crown Colomal 
government and then say they must 
pay £50,000,000 for the cost of the war 
before they got their constitution. The 
claim for an ‘ndemnity must be settled 
before Crown Colony government was 
granted. The right hon. Gentleman 
had vouchsafed no information on these 
heads ; he simply came to the Committee 
and asked for a blank cheque. Had 
the right hon. Gentleman shown such 
foresight as to warrant the Committee 
in giving him a blank cheque ? He was 
wrong with regard to the negotiations, 
wrong with regard to the war, and as 
to its cost, and now he came and asked 
for a blank cheque, but declined to 
give the Committee any informaticn, 
because he said it was not in accordance 
with precedent. 
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The right hon. Gentleman very much 
misjudged the rights of the House oi 








1475 


Commons if he thought “ precedent ’’| 
was the right word to use on such an} 
occasion. The House of Commons was | 
the judge of its own rights and privileges, 
and neither prince nor prelate could come | 
and say that precedent was against any- | 
thing the House asked or proposed. | 
It was not called upon to adapt itself 
to the moth-eaten precedents of past 
ages; its policy must be framed to 
suit the ever-changing movements | 
of this great Empire. He reminded | 
the Committee that this Chamber was | 
made up of the unitea Chambers of 
three kingdoms, and certainly the prece- 
dents of the Scottish Chamber now 
incorporated in this House showed | 
that the popular Chamber in that case | 
always reserved to itself the right to | 
deal with these matters. So far as he 
could see, the only precedent that was 
applicable in this matter was that of | 
Ireland, which was not such as the 
Committee would care to see foilowed. 
In the case of no other country in the 
world having an independent constitu- | 
tion would such a thing have been done as 
the right hon. Gentleman now proposed 
to do. It was a very serious breach of 
precedent to ask for such a large sum, 
and then not say in what way it was 
going to be used. All precedents and all 
legal authorities were against the right 
hon. Gentleman, and if he relied on 
precedent his contention hopelessly | 
failed. He supposed the right hon. 
Gentleman would try to base his poliey 
on the grounds of expediency. The 
matter of the constitution of the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange River Colony was 
not a matter of treaty, which could be 
kept secret and disclosed only when 
the interests of the country justified | 
its disclosure; it was of the essence of | 
the matter that it should be published, | 
and the only point was whether it should | 
b> discussed two or three days before or | 
after publication. The right hon. Gentle- | 
man could not avoid discussion, and | 
surely he had not so far lost his demo- | 
cratic instincts as to suppose that dis- | 
cussion in a popular Assembly would | 
destroy or mutilate the proposal. The | 
Government could not expect to hit | 
upon such a happy mean as to cause no | 
discontent to either the British or Dutch | 
colonists. By the matter being freely | 
discussed in Parliament, the Beitish | 
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inhabitants would feel greater confidence, 
and the Dutch would recognise that some 
attempt at justice had been made. He 
certainly thought that by due inquiry 
great economy might be effected in the 
immense cost of this administration—£50 
a head was a ridiculous sum. Another 
important point was that if once a 
constitution had been granted to a 
country by Royal Letters Patent, that 
constitution could not be repealed. 
A constitution had been granted to the 
Transvaal by Royal prerogative under 
Letters Patent in 1877, and a very 
formidable plea as to competency might 
be raised if it were now attempted to 
repeat the action. He begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,100,000 
be granted fer the said Service.”— 


(Mr. Black.) 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
that to discuss the cost of administering 
these colonies on the basis laid down by 
the hon. Member who had just spoken 
was not practicable. Under present 
circumstances the cost was very different 
from what it would be, and it was no 
good estimating it at so much per head 
and comparing it with the cost of this 
country. With regard to the que tion 
of native labour, he always thought, 
when in the Transvaal, that one of the 
great evils of the Government then was 
the manner in which the natives were 
treated. The difference between the 
natives in Natal and in the Transvaal 
before the war broke out was very great. 
In Natal he never saw a single drunken 
native, but in the Transvaal, in spite of 
the laws being nominally drastic, it was 
awful to see drunken natives, literally by 
the hundred, in the streets. As far 
as he could make out, it was simply the 
corrupt system under which the laws 
were administered which led to. the 
dreadful sufferings these natives en- 
dured. He believed that one of the 
greatest results of the change of govern- 
ment in the Transvaal would be an 
enormous improvement in the lot of the 
natives. 

But the principal matter he desired 
to bring forward was one that seemed 
to have been rather overlooked. There 
had been many debates on the Transvaal. 
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The condition of the Boers had been was surprised to find that the Boers, 
brought forward, and their sufferings when the war began, sent their wives and 
considered. The condition of the natives children down to the Cape to be taken 
had been discussed, and the House had care of, and, although we were said to be 
considered in what way that condition such a barbarous people, they still sent 
could be improved. But hardly a word their wives and children to our camps. 
had been said about the condition of our, No doubt it was right to treat these 
loyal subjects in South Africa, who had_ people well, but what was the effect upon 
been doing all they could for us. That our loyal fellow-subjects? If it was our 
the country was keenly alive to the duty to feed, educate, and look after the 
position of these people was continually | wives and children of our enemies, so that 
shown by the letters that were received their husbands, fathers, and brothers 
and by reports in the newspapers, and it might the better fight us and shoot down 
was dangerous for the Government to our soldiers, surely it was also our duty 
neglect the question. He was one of | to look after the wives and children of 
those who had from the beginning sup-| those who fought and worked for us. It 
ported the action of the Government in | was obvious that we ought to look after 
connection with the war. Only by com- | our refugees quite as well as, if not better 
plete surrender could peace be! than, those of the enemy. We were now 
kept. Nearly everybody had shared) sending out a committee of ladies to 
in the anxiety and worry caused by the inquire into the Boer refugee camps, but 
war ; nearly every family had been asso-| no such action was being taken with 
ciated in the suffering accompanying it ;| regard to our own people, who had 
but he believed we should some day be suffered quite as much. He asked 
as proud of our action concerning South | whether in the large Estimate under dis- 
Africa as we were of the past history of | cussion provision was being made for the 
those who had built up our other great assistance of these people for whom he 
colonies. That being his position, it was speaking. What effect must it have 
must not be thought that in any adverse on our loyal fellow-subjects to live side by 
criticism he might make with regard’ side with those who had been disloyal, 
to the civil administration of the Trans- | and to find that the latter were so well 
vaal he was at all opposing the war, or | treated, while they themselves were not 
suggesting that it might have been looked after at all? If the war was over, 
avoided. The Colonial Secretary had and things were settling down again, he 
been and was responsible in this matter. | should be willing to do all in his power to 
The right hon. Gentleman was a very | promote the well-being of the colony, 
strong man—the strongest man in the but he strongly objected to all this being 
present very strong Government. But! done for those who were connected with 
in spite of that, the policy now being the enemy when it was not being done 
pursued in the administration of the) for those who had helped us. Until the 
colonies was practically that of alto- war was over he strongly protested 
gether ignoring the claims of our loyal against this policy; it was unwise, not 
fellow-subjects. For many years past we in accordance with common sense, and 
had persistently ignored their opinions, without doubt tended to prolong the 
and the same policy was now being struggle. 

followed. We had been most considerate Another point was the favouring of the 
to our enemies ; we had been considerate disloyalin South Africa. A paper which 

even to the disloyal ; we had assisted supported the Government had recently 
those who had done nothing for us or stated— 

who had sat on the fence waiting to see’ « [t js intolerable that men who have done 

which way victory was going; but we their best to trail our flag in the dirt should 

had ignored the losses and sufferings of have more consideration than those who have 

our loyal fellow-subjects, and in many ae ee 

cases had actually snubbed and ill-treated So it was, and it was incredible, but it 

those who came forward for help. There | was the fact. Only the other day it had 

had been a great deal of sentimentality been suggested that the Boers in the 

about refugee camps. But when he was refuge camps should be given work in 

at the Cape, in the autumn of 1899, he|the mines in preference to our own 
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people who had been so employed. That: 
was the spirit which existed ; our own 
loyal people were being quite forgotten, 
and a feeling of gross injustice was being 
produced. Some of the appointments 
at Pretoria and Johannesburg had been 
very remarkable. He did not intend to 
go into that point, but many of the 
appointments had not been given to those 
who had been loyal supporters of the 
Crown. 

The last point to which he would refer 
was the policy with respect to the return 
of families to Johannesburg. This 
matter was giving an eno-mous amount 
of dissatisfaction throughout the colony. 
lf any had a right to have their families 
brought back to Johannesburg it was 
those who during the war had been 
keeping them at enormous cost at Dur- 
ban, Cape Town, and other parts. It 
was extraordinary that those persons 
who had fought for us, and had done their 
best to support us, were the men who 
were allowed no consideration in this 
respect. 
cases in which this differential treatment 
had occurred. An individual whom he 
knew, a rich man, had a house in Johan- 
nesburg, and he came home with his 
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He would give two or three | 
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vaal was the sooner people went back the 
better. In another case a man who had 
done nothing for this country during 
the war had been allowed to go to his 
home in Johannesburg with his wife 
and all his belongings. He had informa- 
tion of a working engineer who when 
the war broke out joined as a Volunteer. 
| He was at last sent to Johannesburg, 
where he was made a district commis- 
sioner and magistrate. He applied for 
permission for his wife to come up, but 
| the request was at once refused. On 
| making a second application he was told 
| that the only thing he could do was to 
| take his discharge and leave the colony. 
| Sir Alfred Milner, to whom he after- 
'wards applied, stated that were he a 
icivilian he could grant a pass, but as 
| he had come forward and helped the 
country he could do nothing for him. 
'It was not encouraging that the men 
who had come forward to help the country 
should be treated in that way. A doctor 
in Johannesburg, who had gone through 
the campaign, asked that his wife might 
be allowed to come to that town, but 
this application was also refused. The 
_ doctor was attending a man in Johannes- 
burg who was ill. That man had not 





wife and family at the commencement | done anything for the country, but he 
of the war. [An Hon. Member: To | obtained a permit to bring up his wife. 


Park Lane.] No, not to Park Lane. | : . . , 
They had lived in England in comfort | h “ys res engpna ag ; Can ial 
for a year and a half, and when things | "°"- “ember give me the name . 





got jbetter he went out and was at once 
allowed up to Johannesburg. His wife 
followed shortly afterwards, and she 
with her children and servants were 
at ‘once allowed permits to proceed to 
Johannesburg. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


hon. friend give me the names ? 


Mr. BARTLEY : 


give them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It is abso- 
lutely impossible for me to make inquiry 
into these charges, which I regard as 
very serious, unless he and others will 
give me evidence to go upon. 


Mr. BARTLEY said he did not wish 
to have the news telegraphed all over 
the world that he had done this. He 
stated the fact. This was not a solitary 
instance; there were many others. He 
thought the best thing for the Trans- 


Mr. Bartley. 


Will my 


No, I decline to 


| Mr. BARTLEY said he could give 

the name, but there was a difficulty 
‘in doing so, as he did not want it to be 
| used against the individual in Johannes- 
| burg. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 


| powerless. 


| Mr. BARTLEY said?these were not 
isolated cases. There were many more. 
He had a number of them, and he said 
emphatically that the right hon. Gentle- 
man, if he wished, could find out from 
persons now in the colonies the enor- 
mous feeling of dissatisfaction that was 
growing in regard to this matter The 
right hon. Gentleman might shelter 
himself in this matter on the ground that 
the names were not given, but he refused 
to give names because he did not wish to 
inform against others who had received 
permission to go to Johannesburg. It 
was really an extraordinary system 


Then I am 
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troops would only be the greater. He 
presumed that during the whole of this 
‘year the constabulary would be em- 
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which was being carried out. Many of 
our Regular soldiers had been allowed 
to bring their wives up to Johannesburg. 
He differentiated entirely between the 
two classes of soldiers—those who had 
been sent out from this country and who 
were not supposed to have their families 
with them, and those men who had been 
living in South Africa and who had 
joined the army when the war broke 
out. The whole system of these permits 
was wrong, and, as a correspondent of 
The Times had said, it was cruel, useless, 
and unworthy of the dignity of a British 
subject. No doubt there were money- 
grubbers and loafers in Cape Colony who 
desired to get up to Johannesburg, but 
‘the cases he had referred to did not come 
within that category. They were the 
cases of men who had been fighting for 
this country, and yet they were treated 
in this extraordinary way. There ap- 
peared to be something loose. He did 
not know whether there was some sort 
of favouritism or jobbery at the bottom 
of it. This policy of the Colonial Office 
or the War Office, or whatever office it 
was, seemed to him to bea most unwise 
-one in the interests of the colony and of 
those loyal men who had gone through 
the campaign on our behalf. It was 
prolonging the war. It did not con- 
ciliate the Boers and it irritated our 
loyal subjects. Although, possibly, the 
Colonial Secretary would snub him, as 
these men had been snubbed, he said 
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-emphatically that the public felt this 


very much. The correspondence in the 
daily press showed that this was becoming 
a serious matter. He regretted that the 
Colonial Secretary did not take the 
matter in hand. The grievance was a 
-great*one and deserved careful attention. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the first ques- 
tion‘he should like to ask was concerning 
the South African constabulary. A 
large*portion, if not the whole, of that 
force were being utilised at the present 
time in the continuation of the war. 
If the policy of which they had heard 
from the front hench opposite should be 
carried out—the policy of withdrawing 
a large portion of the infantry from South 
Africa—the strain upon the mounted 
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ployed not in connection with the civil 
administration but in connection with 
the carrying on of the war. This 
appeared to him to be really an additional 
War Vote. There was an item for relief 
and resettlement. He would like to 
know what was included in that item. 
At the present time large claims were 
being made by British companies in 
the Transvaal for compensation for 
damage done, or supposed to have been 
done, by the Boer forces. Would that 
compensation be included under this 
item of relief ? If not, froni what source 
was it to be drawn? Resettlement, he 
presumed, referred only to people who 
had formerly dwelt in the country. But 
the item was a small one; it would not 
| go far to cover compensation claims or 
the resettlement of the people. He was 
afraid we should have to look for very 
| large future items under these two heads. 
| This compensation was not only for war 
damages inflicted by the British forces 
| which in many cases had already been 
| paid, but this item of compensation was 
also for damage done by the Boer forces 
|to the property of persons who were 
| British subjects which he understood 
| would come under the civil expenses if 
| they were paid at all, and they would 
be claims of a very considerable amount. 
There had been a number of company 
meetings lately, at which the amount 
| and kind of compensation for which the 
|companies were asking had been men- 
tioned: On Thursday last there was 
a meeting of the Northern Transvaal 
Lands Company (Limited), at which the 
chairman said— 

‘*The farms were there, and probably the 
farm buildings, because they were in possession 
of the Boers—” 
the stock having been commandeered 
by the Boers— 

« Assoon as their manager returned to the 
Transvaal he would ascertain what receipts had 
been given, and put in . ~ . claims for com- 
pensation. . . . Their expenditure had been 
what might have been expected. . .. They 
had paid no taxes.” 

Of course the whole situation, includ- 
ing the position of the natives both at the 
present time and in the immediate future, 
which had been raised by his right hon. 
friend, was still dominated by the facts of 
the war. The situation at the present 
moment was affected by what was un- 


| 
| 











doubtedly outside this Vote, namely, the 
3G2 
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position in Cape Colony as well as by the | came forward and paid the fine and the 
question of the utilisation of the South charges for the keep of the natives got a 
African police, and other questions hold of him, just as the crimp got a hold 
raised by this Vote were really dominated of the sailors, but in the case of a black 

by that situation. The situation was one man belonging to another country they 
as to which military officers commanding got a hold of him much more sharply, 

in high positions in the new colonies and that hold virtually made him your 
were not at all optimistic, and they | slave. It was idle, he thought, for either 
pointed out that they were compelled one side or the other to shut their eyes 
to sweep up the cattle of the natives and |to the fact that throughout South 
that the natives themselves were being Africa there was a tendency to use these 
reduced to a condition of starvation. laws as that House and the country. 

The question of what was to be the future | would not wish them to be used. All 
of the natives had been raised by his through the evidence before the Industrial 
right hon. friend. The Secretary of | Commission there was shown a desire 
State for the Colonies, in reply to a ques- to entice into virtual slavery in South 
tion put to him the other day, stated Africa natives from outside British 
that in regard to the natives— South Africa, who would be at the mercy 

« The laws are extremely complicated. of those who imported them, and would 

The actual state of the case is not per- become a servile population, unable 
send es — — that flogging is od to return to their homes. 

onger to be allowe or any ofence under T vhs M pen 
either the Pass Law or the Gold Law, except The Papers which had been laid betore 
those specified under Section 18.” the House showed what had been the 

In the South African Papers on page nature of those laws up to the present 
ee ‘ +. time. The term “coloured person 
53 there was a telegram which was not . 

Pe Neat ee included, for the purposes of these laws, 
clear, and the proclamation itself was not -. “wh 

a Spcsissiste age ; not only every African, but every Asiatic, 
clear upon this point. The intention, fOPET SR r . 

aie pee every native, or coloured American 
however, was quite clear, and what the ples eoels a Che gg oe 
Committee had to do was to see that the Person, coole, Rigs rag 3 roe 
en ae aire existed a case showing that it had been 
Government were not driven from that - a se 

. : ‘ vies s3 held in South Africa that under the law 
intention by any such pressure as that sage 

Pe . meee eRe: common to all the four colonies in 
which had been described by his right ¢ 4 ; : ' 

a m1. : . * . >, South Africa even the son of a white 
hon. friend. The intention of the Secre-/ yj. pe ’ 

hee ‘ sey Englishman whose wife was a St. Helena 
tary of State for the Colonies was de- sp 
ae a i cna ; woman was a coloured person within 
scribed on page 52, and that intention, . . 

Sig 5 ; ; the meaning of this Act, although the 
as far as it went, would be absolutely ; . . 
aka ’ father might be as white as any Member 
satisfactory to the House and to the . ‘ . 

_ : : of this House. Those words had been 
country. The right hon. Gentleman : ; “eae 
Te. * Si extended in a very wide fashion, and 
admitted that the penalties under these aT . . 

SRF setae i é they were special laws directed against 
laws were very heavy, and they had to . s S 
: : . nage colour. They were laws such as would 
some extent been made heavier by the : . . ; 

as iis seit not be tolerated in any portion of the 
proclamation. He distinctly asserted aie a 

7” ee Senn ce British Empire directly governed by the 
that the Pass Law of 1899 was on the , . , es 

i aes .-¢ aeqe, Crown, and the mere reduction of punish- 
whole much worse than the law of 1896. . . 

ments or of flogging did not affect the 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I admit. principles of these laws, which were vile. 
that. They were specially directed against 
. ; coloured people on the mere ground of 
*Q ‘ s zs : 

“me Sereypeyen DILKE “a he — colour, and could be applied not only to 
“" J It : eg eo Se pe t he “ae “li Africans and Asiaties, but to British 
“sa 4 H adh ain a : 1’ sisal 4 subjects. The principle was laid down 
be ose oo pene ‘ft Kies af cae could on page 33, Section 133, that— 

2 aaine » and alter six days detention “No coloured person may be a licence-holder, 
therein they were to be handed. over to or in any way be connected with the working 
other masters, having been fined and , of the diggings, but shall be allowed only as a 
their keep paid for. The House would Workman in the service of whites.” 
see that it was impossible to prevent The principle was laid down in a manner 
such a system as that from becoming which was absolutely indefensible,and the: 
one of absolute slavery. The man who, mere promise that Sir Alfred Milner 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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would consider the punishments when | 
he returned to South Africa was not | 
sufficient. They must insist that the 
whole of this legislation directed against 
colour should be swept away. [“‘ Oh, oh!”’] | 
Yes, it should be swept away, because it 
was simply legislation directed specifi- 
cally against colour. The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies had admitted that 
afternoon, in answer to a question which 
he had put to him, that Clause 149 of 
the Gold Act was still enforced, and that 
the punishment of flogging was still 
in force, even after the proclamation ; 
but the mere sweeping away of flogging 
would not cure sucha lawasthat. They 
all knew what the hard labour inflicted 
in South Africa meant, and they must 
insist, not only that the punishments 
should be mitigated, but that the portion 
of the law to which he had alluded | 
should be swept away. It was not 
necessary for him to quote Section 150, 
by which it was provided that every 
coloured person must have a_ pass, 
because this section was absorbed into 
the Pass Law, to which his right hon. 
friend had called attention. He under- 
stood that the Secretary for the Colonies 
had accepted the principle that severe 
penalties might properly continue under 
Clause 18 of the Pass Law, but even that 
clause was a very wide one. It specially 
attacked any natives who contravened 





ment, or committed any act with the 
object of contravening such regulations. 
He thought the Committee would see 
how desirable it was that this danger 
ought to be guarded against in the 
future. With reference to the remarks 


Warwick, he had read most carefully 
the whole of the evidence given before 
the Commission, and the question of 
labour was the first mentioned by every 
one of the important witnesses. 

Mr. LYTTELTON said his observa- 
tions were chiefly in regard to the Pass | 
Law. He asked the House to remember 
that the Commission was a Boer Com- 
mission. 


[The hon. Member proceeded to read 
the finding of the Commission with 
regard to the Pass Law. ] 

*Smr CHARLES DILKE said he did 


not see what the hon. Member proved | 
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by reading this question. He would 
ask any Member who desired to form a 
really impartial opinion on this subject 
for himself to read the evidence. The 
Commission was appointed for the pur- 
pose of removing the grievances of 
the mine owners of Johannesburg. He 
recognised that those who made the 
worst statements on the subject of 
forced labour were not British subjects, 
but Americans and representatives of 
the great French group of bond-holders ; 
but they all spoke in a representative 
capacity for the mining industry. The 
representative of the French group used 
the horrible words, ‘* Almighty God put 
the gold here, and must have intended 
it should be worked,” and he spoke of 
the Cape Government as a better Govern- 
ment than the Boer Government because 
it helped to find “the material ’’—that 
was to say, servile labour. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The 
right hon. Baronet is putting an 
interpretation on the language of this 
French gentleman which I do not 
think it bears. If it does bear such an 
interpretation it is grossly unfair to the 
Cape Government, because nobody can 
pretend that the Cape Government 
employs, or that its policy tended to 
employ, servile labour. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said he 
would conclude by appealing to the 
right hon. Gentleman to turn his mind 
in the direction of preventing servile 
labour from a distance, say from Portu- 
guese territory, being brought in without 
limit of time. It was essential for free- 
dom of contract that there should be a 
definite period at the end of which the 
coloured people should know that they 
would be able to be repatriated to their 
own homes. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: A number 
of questions have been raised in the 
course of the debate, and perhaps it 
would be convenient that I should, as 
far as possible, dispose of them before we 
go any further. In the first instance 
I think I had better deal with the remarks 
of my hon. friend the Member for North 
Islington, which concerns a subject alto- 
gether foreign to the topic which has 
occupied the principal part of our time. 
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My hon. friend complains that the civil 
administration is to blame in regard to 
the matter which he brought before the 
Committee. I do not in the least want 
to throw blame on anyone else's 
shoulders, but he knows perfectly well 
that the matters with which he dealt 
are matters of military administration, 
and that civil administration has nothing 
to do with it. I do not hesitate to say 
that all the more because I am certainly 
of opinion that my hon. friend has not 
proved any case against the military 
authorities, and has not in fact justified 
the position which he took up. What 
he said was—and here I must say that I 
entirely agree with him, and I think the 
House will recognise from previous state- 
ments of mine that it is the fact—that 
while we ought to be considerate to our 
enemies we ought not to ignore our 
loyalist friends in South Africa. Does 
he really mean to say that Lord Milner 
and myself, who for this purpose are at 
one, have ignored the loyalists through- 
out this business? I think he knows 
from personal experience that in every 
matter in which it has been possible to 
intervene, and in which any injustice to 
the loyalists has been suggested, Lord 
Milner has given his personal attention 
to. it and I have done everything in my 
power to prevent the injustice. 
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Mr. BARTLEY: [ was talking about 
the refugees. I say emphatically that 
much less has been done for the loyal 
refugees than for the disloyal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is one 
of the matters of his complaint. I should 
be deeply humiliated if that statement 
were ever proved to be true. It ought 
not to be. I agree absolutely with my 
hon. friend that our first duty is to our 
friends. While as a Government we are 
bound to provide all that may be con- 
sidered necessary to support those of our 
enemies who come into our hands, we 
are bound to supply as much and more 


to our friends who may be in any way | 
I venture to think that my | 


sufferers. 
hon. friend has not proved that there has 
been any failure in this respect. As he 
knows, in regard to the refugees who 
came out of the Transvaal at the begin- 
ning of the war, and who have been col- 


{COMMONS} 


very large funds have been provided by: 
public beneficence to secure to them any: 
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luxuries as well as any necessaries in 
which they may be deficient. Recently 
those funds have been almost exhausted, 
and the Government recognise their 
responsibility to supply whatever is neces- 
sary for that purpose. But I would say 
that Lord Milner has taken immense 
trouble in regard to this matter, and has 
taken the measures which I think are 
most wise and most calculated to secure 
the result which we all desire. Two 
committees have been appointed—a 
consultative and a general committee. 
They have branches in seventy-five dis- 
tricts, and they register all the refugees 
and look into their cases, and are pre- 
pared to provide for their necessities. 
Only very recently I telegraphed to Cape 
Town to inquire how they were going 
on, and whether they wanted more 


money, and informing them that money,. 


if it were necessary, would be placed at 
their disposal. I reeeived in reply an 
assurance that, although their funds had 
fallen very low, they were prepared to 
continue giving assistance on the same 
principles as heretofore. But they had 
to be careful, because if they gave assist- 
ance broadcast they would be pauperising 
a large class of the population. That 
was the cry of the committee elected by 
the refugees themselves, or on which, 
at all events, a number of representative 
refugees sat. I feel, therefore, that my 
hon. friend has done us in this country 


an injustice when he assumes that we are 


forgetting our friends and supplying our 
enemies with more than we ought to do. 
Especially do I regret the language which 
he used in stating that he did not know 
whether there was favouritism and 
jobbery. 


Mr. BARTLEY : That was in connec- 
tion with Johannesburg. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: My hon. 
friend says that was in connection with 
another point to which he called atten- 
tion. When a man says that he does not 
know whether there is favouritism and 
jobbery he is insinuating that those 
things do exist. I would say to my 
hon. friend that those charges ought 
not lightly to be brought against anyone. 


lected at Cape Town waiting to go back, | If he does not bring them against myself. 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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or the civil administration, he must be | Girouard, who is in charge of the railway 
bringing them against the military | administration. No more capable and 
authorities. He was good enough to| competent official could have been 
bring the matter to my private know- | singled out; and in regard to the dis- 
ledge, and, as he has stated to the House, | posal of these contracts we intend, as far 
I told him that I regarded the charge| as possible—for, of course, there: are 
or insinuation as one of the most serious | limits—to leave him entirely a free hand, 
that could be brought against the mili-| and it is his opinion that when he obtains 
tary administration; and although I | this additional rolling-stock, which con- 
am not responsible for the military | sists of sixty engines and, I think, some 
administration, yet, as Secretary of State | 400 wagons, he will be able to supply 
for the Colonies, I said that I would} a very much larger number of persons. 
interfere and endeavour to secure that | We are taking a number of steps with 
right should be done if my hon. friend | the same object in conference with the 
would give me any proof or evidence | military authorities, and I am hopeful 
which I could go upon. But my hon. | that the wish of my hon. friend may be 
friend, for reasons which J] appreciate, | gratified sooner than he expects, and 
has declined to do that. He has not/| that a very much larger number of 
given me the name of one single person | persons may be enabled to go to 
who has gone to Johannesburg and who | Johannesburg. 

ought not to have been allowed to go| My right hon. friend the Member 
there. What does he expect me to do ? | for Forest of Dean asked a question 
He says that if I would only inquire I | with regard to the constabulary. He 
would find out for myself. Does he | said that they were not doing police duty. 
think that I should be justified in tele-| If he meant by that municipal police 
graphing to Lord Kitchener and insinua- | duty, I would say that it is not intended 
ting to him that his administration is| that they should ever do duty of that 
guilty of favouritism and jobbery on an/ kind. That is a duty which will be 
anonymous accusation for which I have | performed by municipal police, and the 
no evidence? It is an enormous and | duty which this body will perform will 
difficult business to decide who should | always be of a semi-military character 
and who should not go to Johannesburg, | until the need for semi-military operations 
and it is very likely that mistakes have| has disappeared. Of course, while 
been made. That is probable. But I | operations are still going on they are 
would be delighted to take steps to put | under the control of the Commander-in- 
the mistake right in every case it anyone | Chief, and they may be regarded as a 
would furnish me with particulars | military force. [A NATIONALIST MEMBER: 
on which I could proceed. As long as | The Irish Constabulary.] Yes, I think 











the statements are all vague and anony- 
mous it is impossible for me, though 
I greatly regret it, to go into them. 

My hon. friend, however, said that his 
wish was that everyone could go to 
Johannesburg. That is the wish of all 
of us. That would be, if not the be- 
ginning of the end, the proof that the 
end was near at hand. Hitherto the 
difficulty has been that with the tre- 
mendous amount of military demands 
and with only a single line of railway 
it has not been possible to allow great 
numbers to go, because they would have 
been starved, and it would have been 
impossible to supply them with neces- 
saries. The Vote before the Committee 
is for £1,000,000 to provide for extra 
rolling-stock. The whole of the orders 
have already been placed by Sir P. 





they are very like the Irish Constabulary. 
That is a very admirable comparison. 
Then, the right hon. Member for 


West Monmouth complained as to the 


form of the Vote, and he suggested 
that part of it was a military Vote. 
Well, Sir, it does not matter one straw 
to the finances of this country under 
what head the Vote is taken, and really 
it is very difficult when a war is going 
on to say what is properly military and 
what is properly civil expenditure. 
This is put in a civil Vote because as soon 
as we resume anything like a normal 
position the Vote for the Constabulary 
will be placed on the revenues of the 
Transvaal, and not on the revenues of 
this country; but until we are in a 
position to obtain a revenue from the 
Transvaal it seems more reasonable to 
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consider it more a part of the expense | assistance in reason as may enable him 
of the war, to be summed up at the end|to do so. That is my reply as to the 
of the war, and against which we shall | item of relief ; but we also intend to make 
have whatever sums we think fit to|an experiment in the direction of settle- 
charge on the Transvaal revenues. [An/| ment. There has never been any inten- 
Hon. MEMBER : Why not the gold mines ?] | tion to confiscate land for the purpose of 
The hon. Gentleman is not so ignorant | creating property which cannot be 
as not to know that the Transvaal | settled by military or other settlers ; but 
revenues are almost entirely derived from | we have made it distinctly known to 
the gold mines, though I hope that that | those who have volunteered in the war 
state of things may to some extent be | that opportunities will be given to them 
altered in the future, and that we may |to settle, and we have no doubt that 
look for revenue from other sources, such | opportunities will be afforded to obtain 
as coal-mining and other industries. At | | land at a reasonable price for the purpose. 
present it is admitted and known to} | At the present moment we have offers of 
everybody that the one great industry | land at a reasonable price, and a portion 
in the Transvaal is the gold- mining | of this sum, probably £500,000, will be 
industry, and that almost the whole of | devoted to this purpose. The right hon. 
the revenue will come from the opera-|Gentleman wished to know whether 
tions of that industry ; and let me say relief meant compensation. No, Sir, it 
that the corollary of that is that, instead |does not. With regard to that matter, 
of hampering that industry, and instead | we have not admitted any claims for 
of suggesting that it is the curse of the | compensation except claims for com- 
country, it seems that the best thing we | pensation for goods taken by our own 
can do is to encourage it in every possible | troops or for destruction of or injury to 
way. property wrought by our military opera- 
Then the right hon. Gentleman re-| tions. What it may be wise to do as a 
ferred to another item in the Vote, which | matter of grace or policy in the future I 
he described as relief and settlement. We | do not now pretend to say. Each case 
intend to provide by this for next year, | will have to be considered on its merits ; 
which will, of course, not be a full year, | but we do not admit that the fact that 
—to provide for next year sums which |a British subject has suffered injury 
will be necessary, in the first place, to|in a foreign country with which this 
enable the resumption of the agricul-| country is at war gives him a right to 
tural industry on the farms which, no | compensation from us. I think the right 
doubt, will be reoccupied by their former | hon. Gentleman will see that the action 
possessors. We have always recognised |of the Government is reasonable. | 
that some of the Boers who have accepted | repeat that we have not at present ad- 
our rule, and who will go back to their | mitted any claim for compensation, and 
farms, will not be in possession of the | that no sum for compensation is included 
sums necessary to restock them ; and, | in the Vote now before the Committee. 
not as a question of right, not as a ques-| The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
tion entirely of grace to the Boers, but as| for West Monmouth complained of the 
a question of Imperial policy, we, who | form of the Vote, and of the note which 
believe it is desirable that this agricul- | appears to the effect that no surrender 
tural industry should be resumed as soon | will be made in respect of such sum 
as possible, are prepared to lend money, |as may be issued in the financial year 
and in some exceptional cases even to| out’ of the grant. The right hon. 
give money, to secure that result. Gentleman, who is a great financial 
| authority, was extremely humorous 
Mr. BARTLEY: Will that apply to|as to what would happen if a_pro- 
loyalists as well ? ‘ceeding of this kind were carried out 
lin regard to our domestic finance. | 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: We make do not think he need be afraid of that, 
no distinction in regard to anybody who | but I may tell him that the universal 
wishes to be placed in a position to resume | | precedent has been followed in the case 
his industry on the land which belongs | | ‘of this Vote—that there is no case of a 
to him, and we are prepared, on con-| grant in aid in which a similar Vote 
ditions hereafter to be stated, to givesuch | has not been appended. That has 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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occurred during the time he was Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer as well as during 
the present regime. Let me explain. I 
should be ashamed to do so if the right 
hon. Gentleman had not shown forget- 
fulness on a technical point—exactly 
what the Vote means; it means, if 
money has been issued in this case to 
Lord Milner against a deficiency, that no 
surrender will be made of money so 
issued, but if the deficit appears to be 
much smaller than it is caleulated to be, 
and the money is not issued, it will return 
to the Exchequer. Surely he will recog- 
nise that in a case of this kind, where all 
we have to go upon arethe Estimates of 
the Transvaal under a different Govern- 
ment and a different Administration, 


and in a time of peace, it is quite impos- | 


sible to put before the House of Commons 
any really effective Estimate for the 
ensuing year. We have made the best 
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labour. The right hon. Gentleman who 
opened this question is perfectly well 
aware that it is one of the most 
difficult and the most deiicate with 
which any British statesman has to 
deal in South Africa ; and I must say, 
I think, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man, knowing that, touched the matter 
with rather a heavy hand. I have 
no complaint to make of what the 
right hon. Gentleman said, because he 
was good enough to admit that he was 
satisfied with the general substance of 
what I have already said upon this 
subject. But why does the right hon. 
Gentleman heat upon the open door ? 
The right hon. Gentieman’s speech— 


/a most interesting specch—-lasted for 


more than an hour, and it was entirely 


| devoted to this native question. We are 


always done in the case of these grants- | 


in-aid. In the case of Uganda and East 


the Estimates for the year are placed 
before us. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman say that in the 
case of Cyprus the grant-in-aid is not 
made on the Estimates? There is a 
definite account of the revenue derived 
and the expenditure made, and the grant- 
in-aid is on the balance. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is not 
so. In the case of Cyprus the grant-in- 
aid :s always made in advance of the 
Estimates of the year for which it is 
made. We have the Estimates for Cyprus 
of course, and the Estimates of the year 
before give us a very good anticipation 
oi what the Estimate for the future will 
be. But technically the case is the same. 
Tne Estimates on which the grant is 


made are not presented to the House | 


before the grant is given. 

I think I have dealt with the details 
that have been presented to the Com- 
mittec, and I come to what, after all, is a 
question which has occupied most of our 
time—a question, I admit, of the very 
greatest interest and importance, espe- 
tially in South Africa—namely, the native 
question and the question of native 


agreed that the laws of the Transvaal— 


. : st against which the right hon. Gentleman 
Estimate we can, and that is what is | 


never said a single word, until he consid- 
ered us to be answerabie for their adminis- 


des é einer ‘tration—we are agreed that the laws of 
Africa, for instance, grants-in-aid are | 
continually passed in this House before | 


the Transvaal are harsh, arbitrary, 
cruel, and, I would say, unnecessary and 


| unwise. We are agreed absolutely that 


| 
| 


anything in the nature of slavery or 
forced labour will not be permitted by 
the British Parliament, and ought not 
to be permitted by the British Parlia- 
ment, in any British colony. But it is 
not proved to exist in the mines; the 
right hon. Gentleman assumes too much. 
I dare say I have given more time to the 
matter than the right hon. Gentleman 


has, and I confess I am not satisfied that 








there was anything like forced labour in 
the mines, though there is no doubt 
whatever that there was forced labour 
in the country. A native who was 
employed by a Boer farmer in these 
rough country districts was as much a 
slave as the slaves in any other part of 
Africa. He could not escape, he was 
under the lash if he did anything to 
displease his master, and although, as 
far as I know, there was no case of the 
sule of slaves, he and kis family were 
bound for life to the master whom he 
served. Weare agreed that in no country 
or town under British administration 
shall that system prevail. Then we are 
agreed that the punishment of flogging 
should be sparingly used, whether in 
this country or any other. It is so easily 
abused that it ought to be surrounded 


XL 
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Ly every possible precaution, and, | was laid on our shoulders, upset a system 
if used at all, it should be confined | which had been in existence I know not 
absolutely to the most serious offences. | how many years. We waited until we 
Then we are agreed as to the necessity | knew all the facts of the case, and the 
for the earliest possible revision of the| system was then abolished. I do not 
laws of which we disapprove ; and we are | ask for anything like the patience which 
agreed, lastly, in the approval the right | was accorded to the right hon. Gentle- 
hon. Gentleman expressed of the. law | man and the Government in which he 
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in the West Indies which regulates 
immigrant labour there. If we are 
agreed upon these points, was it necessary 
to make a speech of considerable length, 
and great force and eloquence, in the 
Committee to prevent the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies from being 
coerced ? I suggest that the right hon. 
Gentleman was hardly fair. If I am 


that sort of person, if 1 am so weak that | 


the first gold miner who comes about, 
whether foreigner or Britisher, could 
have this influence upon ne—— 


WILLIAM HARCOURT: You 


t is out in South Africa. 


- SIR 
are safe here. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If he is of 
opinion that I am so weak as to yield to 
that sort of influence, why does he lay 
upon me this heavy responsibility? A 
person so weak as that should not be 


responsible for this great war, for ex-| 


umple. He really must have something 


like a reasonably consistent view of the 


character of the Secretary of State. It 


will considerably shorten our differences. ; 


The right hon.Gentleman says it is not 
me he fears, but someone in South 
Africa. Is he thinking of Lord Milner ? 
Neither Lord Milner nor I are likely to 
be deterred from our decision by any of 
the influences he suggests, and not even 
by himself. What, then, is his com- 
plaint ? Is there any complaint against 


the Government or the Secretary of, 
The only suggestion that can | 


State ? 
be made is that we ought immediately 
to repeal these bad laws. But that was 
not the course taken by the right hon. 
Gentleman and his colleagues when we 
were suddenly placed in control, say, of 
the Government in Egypt. I might 
give other illustrations. But when we 
had to deal with the administration in 
Egypt we found existing there forced 
labour which was called the Corvée, 
which was open to the most serious 
objection. But we did not, by a stroke 
of the pen the moment the responsibility 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


-and I were members in regard to the 
administration of Egypt, but I ask that 
iz . : “m7: 
; in this tremendous, complicated, difficult 
| business, while war or something similar 
| is going on—the more seriously you think 
| of it the more reason there is in my plea 
ithat we should not be asked in the 
_ middle of this disturbance to immediately 
revise the whole of the legislation of the 
late Transvaal Government. When our 
attention was called to this matter we 
re-enacted the law as we found it, but 
accompanied that re-enactment by modifi- 
cations which at all events take away 
its worst features. We cannot deal with 
it all at once. I cannot revise the whole 
_of these laws, consisting of 200 or 300 
clauses, in a few days or a few weeks 
after we have undertaken civil adminis- 
tration. 


The right hon. Gentleman went on 
to suggest that by our action 
we have imposed upon the natives a 
heavier regime than that imposed on 
them by the Transvaal Government, and 
‘that we had re-enacted the law of 1899, 
which he told us over and over again 
|was invalid. It does not matter 
whether the law of 1899 was valid or 
invalid. It was the law to which the 
natives were subject, and from June, 

1899, until our annexation of the Trans- 
| vaal that law was in force, but we have 
continued it with modifications the effect 
of which the right hon. Gentleman has 
not perceived. What were the modifi- 
cations we have made? What was the 
difference between the law of 1899, 
which he thinks so harsh, and the law 
of 1896, which apparently he would 
have allowed to pass without special 
remark? The difference is this, that 
the maximum punishment is to be in- 
creased. Yes, Sir, and so long as there’ 
is a maximum punishment or a minimum 
punishment, any punishment is a very 
serious thing. Under the law of 1899 
as it stood in the time of the Transvaal 
Government, certain punishments were 
the minimum. A magistrate could not 
| 
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give less. He was obliged in a particular | capitalists ? I think recently we had- 


case to give fifteen lashes, in another | 
twenty-five lashes, in another three | 


months with hard labour, in another | 
a £10 fine. We have removed all that. | 
We have left absolute discretion to the | 
magistrate, so that while under the law | 
of 1899 he was compelled, for instance, 
to give a £10 fine, he may give a Is. fine. | 
Therefore the law has been materially | 
modified. Everything depends now on 
the administration of the law, and we 
trust to the magistrates to administer the 
law. Who controls them? The Native 
Commissioner, Sir Godfrey Lagden, who , 
has held a great position in Basutoland, 
and who has kept the Basutos during 
the whole of this war from taking 
part in the war. He could only 
have done that by the exercise of 
the extraordinary influence acquired | 
by his sympathy with the natives. 
and their respect for him. He is in 
chief control, but there is also the 
Attorney General, by whom we are 
advised. Who is he? Mr. Solomon, | 
a name which is well known. He comes 
of a family of men—his father was re- 
markable in Cape Colony—who had 
been noted, who had been stigmatised | 
as negrophilists, as friends of the negroes. 
That is the reputation which Mr. 
Solomon had, and we know of our own 
knowledge that not only is he averse 
to these violent and arbitrary punish- 
ments, but, perhaps, more than any 
other politician in Cape Colony he is 
noted for his desire that justice should 
be done to the native races. 
is a security which, at all events, should 
satisfy the right hon. Gentleman for the 
present. When Lord Milner goes back, 
I have given a pledge that he will take 
care that all these laws are reviewed, 
renewed, revised, and re-enacted ; and |] 
hope after that is done the right hon. 
Gentleman will find nothing to complain 
of. But I cannot conceal from myself 
that one object of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not to complain of the law, 
not to complain of the Colonial Office, 
or of Lord Milner, but to deliver a long 
philippic against those of whom he has 
always spoken with the greatest con- 
tempt and scorn—the men whom he 
calls the gold capitalists. Does he dislike 
the epithet applied to the gold capitalists | 
alone, or does it apply to other 


_are Uitlanders. 
| but the Uitlanders are to be counted by 


|of them were working 
'respectable, quite as much entitled to. 


Surely that 


some evidence that he had quite an 
affection for the coal capitalists. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: [had not 
a word for the coal capitalist. My plea 
was for the coal miner. [Cries of ‘‘ Ob 
oh.”’] 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : “My plea 


7 


‘is for the gold miners,” and ‘‘ not a word 
‘for the gold capitalist ’! The right hon. 


Gentleman talks very easily and freely 


‘of a gentleman who is a foreigner, of 


Mr. Hay, and of some other persons who 
may be gold capitalists, and then he 
tries to confuse us by identifying them 
with the Uitlanders. Of course they 
That is quite true, 


hundreds of thousands, and they were 
not all capitalists. The vast majority 
men, quite as 


sympathy as the coal miner about 
whom the right hon. Gentleman has 
spoken. The right hon. Gentleman read. 


/out passage after passage from one or 
‘two individuals who, he says, are large 


capitalists, gold miners, and gold specu- 
lators. What on earth do their opinions 
matter? He tries to confuse their 


‘opinions with the opinions of the whole 


of the gold miners. Nothing of the 


kind. 
Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: I said. 


these were the men who enacted the 
Pass Law. They drew it up and got it. 
passed. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : And I say 
that the right hon. Gentleman is even 


more inaccurate than usual. I say that 
the Gold Law and the Pass Laws were 


‘drawn up by the officials of the late 


Transvaal Government. They were 
passed by the Transvaal Government, 


_and they were enforced by the Transvaal 
|Government ; and it is really playing, 


with the House for the right hon. 


‘Gentleman to come and suggest that 


the Transvaal Government humanely 
interposed to protect the natives against 
the greed of the capitalists. The whole 
thing is ridiculous. It is perfectly well 
known to everyone who has given the 
slightest study to the question that the 
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Transvaal Government had not the | Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is in 
slightest sympathy with the natives ; | the Report. 
they have very little more sympathy 
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with the Uitlanders. I regret that the 
right hon. Gentleman should have 
thought it necessary to say what he 
did upon this subject. He cannot speak 
without responsibility. It was quite 
unnecessary for the purpose which he 
professed to have in view, because, as far 
as the desire for humaner administration 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: What has 
that got to do with it? Because the 
Boer Government would not, according 
to the right hon. Gentleman, grant a 
concession to the Uitlanders, whom they 
hated, are we therefore to reject the whole 
history of South Africa, and say the 
Boers are the friends of the natives! 





goes, the Government is with him. But | But my object in alluding to this was not 
he goes in great detail into the question | to enter into a controversy ; I supposed 
of native administration and native|it would be a statement admitted by 
labour in the Transvaal. He knows | everybody ; what I want to point out is 
that it is a very delicate question. The | that this being the rooted condition of 
right hon. Gentleman and other hon. | the mind of the Boers towards the natives 
Members are continually impressing | as, I believe, it is, and, if in a minor 
upon us the necessity of reconciliation degree, yet in an important degree, the 
after the war. We are to consider the | same feeling exists in the minds of some 


views, the opinions, the prejudices of the | 
Dutch with whom we have to live. 
Now, if there is one opinion more 
deeply rooted in the minds of the Dutch 
in South Africa than another it is that 
the native is of an inferior race, and 
ought not to be accorded anything like 
equality in rights or privileges with his 
white neighbour. Nothing is clearer 
than that. 


Everyone who knows the | 


British colonists, then it is evident the 
subject is one that requires delicate 
handling. The right hon. Gentleman 
must have noticed that one of the points 
ito which General Botha attached the 
| greatest importance when he discussed 
the possibilities of peace with Lord 
Kitchener was the future position of 
the natives. He was most anxious to be 
assured that the natives would not be 





history of the great trek that led ulti- | treated as white men, and we have reason 
mately to the foundation of the Transvaal | to know he was greatly disappointed to 
Republic knows that it was due entirely | find that, although we were ready to 





to interference with the Dutch in- 
stitution of slavery. From that time 
downwards the opinion has remained 
in the minds of the Boers. The view 
among the Boer people is the view 
the Old Testament Israelites had in 
regard to the people of Canaan—that 
they had a right to keep them in 
slavery. [‘ Hear, hear,” and ‘‘ No, no.” 
Yes. [“ No, no.”] Yes, it is admitted 
by everybody. [“No, no,” and _ in- 
terruptions. } 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: How 
-can the right hon. Gentleman say that, 
when the Report of the Commission of 
Boer administrators shows that they 
would not adopt the suggestion for 
forced native labour in the mines, or 
even the suggestion to tax the natives ? 


Ma. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Does the 
right hon. Gentleman, for whose legal 
acumen I have the greatest respect, 
weally think that that is true ? 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


| give an assurance that they would not 
be allowed for a moment to dispute the 
predominance of the whites, yet so far 
'as ordinary civil rights were concerned 
'they would be on the same footing. 
Those who desire that we should adopt a 
conciliatory attitude in regard to the 
Dutch population should, at all events, 
| be careful in dealing with the subjects 
|of native administration and native 
| labour. I do not mean to say we should 
| yield to the Dutch feeling in settling the 
{principles of British administration ; 
we intend to secure for natives fair and 
just treatment. 





Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
Yes, as you do in Kimberley, where you 
hold them as slaves. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
know whether it is worth while to correct 
the ignorance of the hon. Member. 
We have nothing whatever to do with 
Kimberley. Kimberley is in Cape Colony 
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and Cape Colony is a self-governing 
colony, and we have nothing whatever 
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to do with the legislation of that colony. | 


[AN Irish MEMBER : There is no Govern- 
ment there now.] Not that I admit 
for a moment that Cape Colony has any- 
thing to be ashamed of in the legislation 
it has passed. Now, in view of this, I 
want to consider very briefly what should 
be our principle in regard to native 
labour. It is not a question by any 
means for the Transvaal only ; it is a 
question which has engaged my most 
careful attention 
West Africa and other colonies. To 
listen to the right hon. Gentleman you 
would almost think that it would be a 


good thing for the native to be idle. [| 


do not agree with him. I think it is a 


good thing for him to be industrious ; | 


and by every means in our power 
we must teach him to work. Now, 


why does not the native in Africa) 


work? It is not entirely a question of 
climate as many suppose. It is not 
entirely because he can get his livelihood 
without labour or with very little. It 
is due to the facts of his history. Why is 
this vast continent of Africa the least 
populated in the world? The two 
things are connected. What has been 
the history of Africa? For centuries 
and centuries there had been going on, 
until this introduction of European 
civilisation or invasion, an inter tribal 
warfare which has kept down the popula- 
tion, which has supremely modified the 
conditions of life and affected the charac- 
ter of the natives. The natives in all parts 
of Africa may practically be divided into 
two classes. There are those who belong 
to the dominant and governing tribes, 
which sometimes change when a govern- 
ing tribe is overcome by one still stronger. 
The second class is the slave tribe whom 
these dominant tribes have used to do 
their work. But what follows is that 
the dominant tribes in Africa think 
work undignified and humiliating. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The House 
of Lords. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: And the 
slaves. who have been accustomed to do 
the work, when they are released from 
their servitude, their first idea of human 
happiness is to de no work at all. That 
is the natural result of all this inter- 
necine warfare which has been going on 
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| for so long, and which, according to some 
| calculations, and in the opinion of those 
who have studied the subject, has 
cost in every year until recent times 
millions of human lives. We are stop- 
| ping all that—not we alone, but all the 
| European nations are stopping that 
internecine warfare and putting down 
this intertribal slavery. And then we 
are face Lo face with two classes of natives, 
neither of whom, at present, desire to 
work. What will happen if they do not 
|work? ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
knows very well a man whose work 
has been weil appreciated in this country, 
| and known for his sympathy with native 
| life throughout Afriea—Sir Harry John- 
ston. No one can accuse him of cruelty 
'to the natives or of indifference to their 
welfare. The other day I saw an article 
of his which very much impressed me, 
|in which there was a passage to the 
effect that if the native of Africa could 
| not be persuaded to till his dirty con- 
| tinent and clear out all the weeds which 
| have grown up there, then there is 
nothing for it but his extinction. [Loud 
cries of ‘* Oh, oh,” from the Nationalists. }. 
|I must not hold Sir Harry Johnston to 
| the exact language, but he says in effect 
that there is nothing left in that case 
but the extinction of the native or his 
return to the servitude from which he 
has emerged. To me that seems prv- 
foundly wise. No people ever have 
lived in the world’s history who would 
not work. In the interest of the natives 
all over Africa we have to teach them to 
work. I agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman that the methods by which 
in the Transvaal they were taught to. 
work are methods which we cannot use, 
for we have got to teach them to work. 
Suggestions have been made in this 
debate that it would be wrong to tax 
the natives. I do not agree at ali. It 
would not for a moment be considered 
wrong to tax them on the ground that 
they were receiving benefits for which 
they ought to pay their share of the eost. 
It is only suggested that it is wrong 
when there is the ulterior result that the 
native will have to work to obtain the 
money to pay the tax. Why should that 
which is right in itself be wrong because 
incidentally it will have a result which I 
venture to say is also right 2? Fer if by 
these indirect means we can get the 
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natives to undertake industry, we shall | 
have done the best thing for them as well 
as for ourselves. But I am profoundly 
-sensible of the gravity and importance 
of this problem, and above all of the 
importance of the steps which we may 
take at the present time. I do not 
believe that there will be any difficulty 
in establishing a system to which no 
reasonable or humane man can take 
exception, and which will secure oppor- 
tunities to the natives to earn fair and 
even handsome wages in connection 
with work both in the Transvaal and in 
other countries. The right hon. Gentle- 
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to imprisonment just as much as the 
coolie. This would happen under the 
law of Great Britain. I put in that asa 
caveat, because, while laws similar to the 
coolie laws may be necessary in the 
Transvaal, it will be necessary also to 
execute ordinary British law with regard 
to those natives in the Transvaal who 
may be induced to engage themselves in 
labour. 1 am afraid I have occupied 
a good deal of the time of the Committee, 
but I think I have been justified by the 
importance of the observations to which 
I have been replying, and the importance 
of the speeches with which I have had to 
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man has referred to the system by which | deal. What I want to he clearly under- 
coolies migrate from India to the West | stood in this country and in South 
Indies. I agree that it is an admirable | Africa is that, while on the one hand 
system. Those coolies come under in- we are determined to secure just and 
dentures to stay for a certain time, and humane administration for the natives 
if thev break those indentures they are in the Transvaal, on the other hand 
punished. This is part of the system, we have no idea whatever that it is our 
and it must be part of the system in duty to interfere with the legitimate 
South Africa. If a native contracts to | right to engage themselves or with the 
serve in the mines and then deserts for | legitimate right of the owners of indus- 
any reason—say for higher wages in trial undertakings in the Transvaal to 
another mine or for any other purpose—- | engage them, and, if they so engage them, 
‘he must pay damages or be punished. ‘to see that the contract is carried out. 
i believe that is all that can be fairly 
asked from: the British Government, 
and | think that in a reasonable time 
we shall be able to satisfy the House 
that we have done all that within us lies 
| to secure that result. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said it ap- 
| peared to him that the debate had turned 
that the contract is fulfilled by the other | clearly and entirely on two questions 
party as well as by himself, and that which, as far as he could judge, were 
careful inspection is maintained as to the | almost foreign to the subject of the Esti- 
conditions under which he labours, so| mate which they had been called upon 
that under no circumstances will he be | to vote. He did not desire to speak at 
maltreated. I do not believe that he | any length upon the subject of the camps 
will be maltreated. We have the best | in South Africa, but it was a remarkable 
guarantee for that in the interests of | fact that for the second time in the history 
the mineowners themselves. Their great | of this disastrous war in South Africa 
necessity is labour. [An Hon. MEMBer : | the policy of cruelty and the violation of 
Cheap labour.] It is their interest to| every well-recognised principle of civi- 
treat the labourers well, and I do not/|lised warfare had been a failure. The 
think that our inspection wil! be a very | prison camps in South Africa were the 
difficult thing. The right hon. Gentle-| direct result of the policy of burning 
man said that the coolie law applies| farms, a policy which it was said was 
only to the immigrants, but the law of | abandoned, but he did not believe it was. 
contract applies to the natives of the | That policy was admittedly a failure, and 
country. We have in Jamaica a case | its only effect was to foment the rebellion 
illustrating what I mean. In Jamaica|in the Cape. A correspondent in Pre- 
contracts with a sugar planter bind a toria, writing in the Pall Mall Gazette, 
person for so many days labour, and if | stated that the prison camps were con- 
a person refuses to work he is subject | sidered by the military authorities to be 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : Flogged ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I hope not 
physical punishment, but he is punished 
for a breach of contract. I agree with 
the right hon. Gentleman that it is our 
duty to sce that the native who makes a 
contract understands what he does-~ 
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a source of great danger, inasmuch as| upon this philosophic question, he should 
they were a gathering place for the Boer | like to say a word or two upon it. The 
spies, 80 that now the policy of driving} right hon. Gentleman ascribed all the 
in the women and children, and fencing | | misfortunes and the misery of Africa to 
them round with barbed wire was proved | the existence of certain dominant tribes 
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to be a disadvantage instead of an ad-| 


vantage from the military point of view. 
As regarded the treatment of natives, that | 
was a question of very great difficulty. 
In almost every country, except, possibly, 
Canada, the natives were harshly treated | 


by the white races, but it could not be} 


said they were treated worse in the 
Transvaal than they were in Australia, 
for instance, or that they were treated | 
as badly in the Transvaal as they were | 
by the British in Cape Colony. He 
defied the Colonial Secretary to point to) 
anything the Dutch race had done to) 
the natives worse than had been done | 
in the compounds of Kimberley. See 


what had been done at Kimberley. Were | 
not the natives on the Rand far better | 
off? And would they ever see a return | 
of the good days before the raid? Was | 


it not a mockery to find fault with the 
conduct of the Transvaal Government 


when natives, trying to escape from their | 


masters in the compounds, were shot | 
down by British soldiers ? 

Would the Colonial Secretary under- 
take to pay the native labourers up to 
the same level which the Transvaal | 
Government maintained? He had been | 


who despised labour. He was under 
| the impression that that state of things 
was not confined to Africa. There were 
|dominant tribes in this country who 
despised labour. The gentlemen who 
sat in the House of Lords despised labour, 
and lived upon the labour of the working 
| people of this country. He supposed 
| that those gentlemen in Africa who had 
been described as the dominant tribes 
| would describe themselves as the aristo- 
| crats. The right hon. Gentleman said 
‘that those dominant tribes made other 
| people labour for them. The only dif- 
ference he could see was that the Colonial 
| Secretary desired to introduce Rhodes and 
Company as the dominant class instead 
of the native dominant class which 
existed before. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had laid down the proposition that 
'the people should be either compelled 
_to work or be exterminated. 





The people had managed to exist in 
their own country without the assistance 
‘of Europeans, but the Colonial Secretary 
'told them that now they must work or 
be wiped out. He did not explain 
| by what process, but he could hardly be 
‘taken to mean that they should vanish 


told that the wages of the natives had | before the white man, as other races 


already fallen to one half of what they | had done. 


used to be under the Transvaal Govern- | 
ment, and he ventured to say that the | 
native labourers on the mines in the | 
Rand would never see the day again on | 
which they would draw anything ap- 
proaching to the wages which they drew | 
under the cruel system of Mr. Kruger’s 
Government. He was simple enough 
to judge almost entirely the condition 
of labourers by their wages. It was | 
no use telling him that men were slaves | 








The negro did not dothat. 
He held his own. Actually, the negroes 
were an industrious race. The experience 
of Johannesburg proved that. They 
walked long distances to the mines, where 
there was good wages and fair treatment. 
But then the Kaffirs were freemen, 

atches 
of land, to which ee velieed if they were 
not properly treated and paid, and that 
fact was the key to the whole situation. 

That was the trouble; they must be 





if their wages were high, for slavery and | forced to work, and with that intention 
high wages could not exist together. | the Colonial Secretary proposed a hut 
Towards the end of his speech the Colo- ltax, to introduce a system which had 
nial Secretary embarked into a very | worked so much misery in Mayo, the 
rambling and philosophic discussion on ‘only difference being that in the one 
the general question of labour through- | case the people worked for the landlord 
out the whole of Africa. His remarks|to pay rack rents, whilst in the other 
seemed to him to be somewhat disorderly, | they were intended to contribute to the 


and if de (the speaker) had made them, 
he would no doubt have been called | 
order long ago. As the right hon. 


swollen millions of the mine owners. 
Look what happened in West Africa 
when this tax was imposed. The people 





Gentleman had been permitted toembark at once rose against it. They said 
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practically to these natives, ““ You must {sion. When they heard heroics from 
work and work for any wages that are | the right hon. the Colonial Secretary as 
offered.” He had a much stronger | to flogging being unknown in England, 
faith in the effect of work upon any race, | and his attacks on the Boer Government 
because a race which would not work | for doing in regard to the natives in the 
must perish. What was the great problem | Transvaal what was done in a dozen 
in our own country ? By a process of English colonies, and in the prisons in 
modern industrialism the people had | England itself, and what was done quite 
been forced from the land, and com- | lately in the Army and Navy, hypocrisy 
pelled to accept starvation wages in the | was raised to the third degree. In regard 
towns. If, as the right hon. Gentle- | to the question of the Boer Government, 
man seemed to indicate in his speech, | he would say that,that Government intro- 
there was to be introduced in these free | duced and carried the Pass Laws in 
nations in South Africa this system of | deference to the clamours of the Uit- 
rent and of hut taxation, it would become landers and mineowners, and it was 
the interests of the mine owners to pay | extraordinary to lay on the shoulders of 
the lowest possible wages, because these | the Boers the whole responsibility for the 
unfortunate Kaffirs would be compelled | cruelty of the Pass Laws, which they were 
to work to pay the tax. He maintained | bullied into making. He designed to 
that the imposition of such a tax was one | meet again with an absolute denial the 
of the most iniquitous and cruellest | statement, repeated that night by the 
methods that could possibly be devised to | Colonial Secretary, that the great Boer 
compel the Kaffirs to sell their labour | trek was due to a rebellion on account 
cheaply. The right hon. Gentleman | of the abolition of slavery. There was 
in his high-falluting style, said that it was | not a word of truth in that statement, or 
beyond question that under the British | shadow of a shade of foundation for it. 
flag forced labour was unknown. But |The Boer people did not trek into the 
that was not the case in Zanzibar, | wilderness—one of the most romantic 
where there were hundreds of thousands movements in the history of the human 
of slaves, and when they ran away they | race—on account of the abolition of 
were handed back to their masters by | slavery, but as a protest against the 
British magistrates. | shameful misgovernment to which they 

When the right hon. Gentleman went | had been subjected. That calumny had 
on to speak of punishments, the power | been repeated over and over again, and 
of hypocrisy was absolutely beyond | disproved as frequently. Mr. Thiel, who 
belief. Really in listening to the | was the greatest authority on the subject, 
right hon. Gentleman one would have | dealt with it fully in his history of South 
supposed that, in this free country, Africa, and—remember he is an English- 
the backs of white men had never known| man—proved that it was absolutely 
the lash. He remembered only a few) false. James Anthony Froude, who was 
years ago when he and Mr. M. Davitt | a strong partisan on this African ques- 
fought day after day for the abolition| tion, had given also a verdict of acquittal 
of the lash in this country as a punish-| in favour of the Boers. It was proved 
ment. Gentlemen now on the Govern-| beyond doubt that the Boers from the 
ment benches advocated that flogging | time they went into the wilderness until 
should be established as a regular system, | to-day did not practise slavery. He had 
and in fact that that punishment should | heard it said that the Boers had taken 
be greatly widened and increased. Hej this country from the natives, and that 
was against flogging either black or| the war was only a Nemesis on them for 
white men, and he was proud to say that | their treatment of the natives. But 
it was the Irish party who removed the | when the Boers came into Natal it was a 
lash from the back of the British soldier | desert. It had been swept clear by the 
and sailor, although they had been| wars of Dingan, and so had also the 
bitterly denounced for it by the Service | southern half of the Transvaal and the 
Members. Why, there were two or three | whole of the Orange River State. But 
English judges on the bench at}when the Boers settled down in the 
the present moment who were not|country the natives returned, increased 
content with ordering one flogging | and multiplied. which showed that they 
to a prisoner, but two or three in succes- ' could not have been maltreated. 


Mr, Dillon. 
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The right hon. Gentleman said the {a civil administration would be working 
best security we had for the protection | in the Transvaal. He then went on to 
of the natives was the interest of the | give some vague sketch of what that 
mineowners themselves. It might just | administration would be, and as far back 
as well be said that the best security for/as 7th December the question of its 
the good treatment of slaves was the | framework was, he said, the subject of 
interest of the slaveowners ; and he was! constant telegrams between himself and 
astonished that any hon. Gentleman | Lord Milner, and he expected that it would 
should use such ‘an argument as that. | bein working order last February. It was 
When Messrs. Rhodes and Company were | now the middle of August ; Lord Milner 
importing negroes from Abyssinia these; had come home and had spent three 
negroes found, when they got to Beira, | months in consultation with the right 
that they had been entrapped to w ork | hon. Gentleman, and the framework of 
in the mines, and they jumped overboard, | the future administration of the Trans- 
and many were drowned or shot down | vaal must have been arranged between 
by the soldiers. In passing, he might say| them. Surely if they were to be called 
the House had never got a full report of | upon to vote one and a half million, the 
that matter. House of Commons might naturally 

There was very grave ground for) expect to receive from the right hon. 
complaint, if the House of Commons Gentleman some sketch of the civil 
could complain of anything nowadays, administration, the expense of which 
that this Estimate had been introduced they were called upon to vote. Then, 
without a word of warning that it was | again, they were entitled to obtain from 
coming. It ought to be a war Estimate, the right hon. Gentleman in August 
as in truth it was a war Estimate, and’ what he offered in December last, 
should have been introduced as such. namely, some rough estimate of the date 
There was an item of one and a half) on which he expected the civil administra- 
millions, the estimated deficit in the civil tion to be set up. The right hon. Gentle- 
administration of the Transvaal. He, man used language the other day which 
wished to know if there was any civil seemed to him to show that the Govern- 
administration in that country. It was) ment had abandoned their previous plan. 
an extraordinary proceeding to ask for| and had devised a totally new plan, 
one and a half millions for a deficit on that they had given up all idea of con- 
civil administration, when there was no, quering and occupying the whole of the 
civil administration that they knew of.| Transvaal and Orange Free State, and 
Up to this moment they had not re-| were substituting areas of small size 
ceived any particulars regarding it ; and, protected by 4,000 blockhouses. That 
as far as could be gathered, from the could only be interpreted as an intention 
wretched scraps of news which were} to abandon for an indefinite period the 
allowed to filter through from South attempt to occupy the whole of the 
Africa, the administration in the Trans-| country. They were entitled to know 
vaal was a military administration, and whether the money they were asked to 
that alone. He did not think there had | vote was intended for military or civil 
ever been such a performance in the | administration. That was a very impor- 
history of the House of Commons. | tant point, as it would be foreign to the 
| proceedings of the House of Commons 


When was the civil administration in the | 
Transvaal to be set up, and what was| that money voted for civil administra- 
to be its character? The least they | tion should be used for military purposes. 
might expect from the Colonial Secretary | Lord Milner was returning to South 
was, first of all, the approximate date} Africa, and he wished to know who 
when he hoped to set up civil administra- | would be boss when Lord Milner arrived. 
tion, and next some rough sketch as to| They had heard rumours of differences of 
the nature of that administration. On| opinion between Lord Kitchener and Lord 
7th December last the Colonial Secretary | Milner. Everything was rumour nowa- 
was asked as to the future Transvaal | days. They could not have two masters in 
Government, and he gave a sketch of his Pretoria, and he wished to know who was 
intentions. He said it would not be wise|to be supreme. Another part of the 
to prophesy, but they had every reason| Vote was the maintenance and equip- 
to hope that before Parliament met again ' ment of the{South African Constabulary. 
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It was perfectly clear that that item | money was a first payment on account 
ought to have appeared in the Military |of the Arnold-Forster settlement, Ka 
Estimates. The South African Con-| scheme which was bad from every point 
stabulary had not now, nor in any human | of view, and which if tried would be 
probability would they have in the near | certain to cause internecine war. 

future, anything to do with civiladminis-| The speeches of the right hon. Gentle- 
tration. They were a military force, | man caused serious evil from another 
for what they were worth, acting under | | point of view. Nothing could be more cal- 
Lord Kitchener's orders, and were on the | | culated to prolong the war and make the 
same footing as the Militia or the Yeo- | Boers resist to the very last man than 
manry. Then there was an item for the | the announcement that one of the results 
estimated cost of working the railways | of their surrender would be an attempt 
and supplying rolling stock. A very |to carry out the scheme of confiscation 
remarkable fact was brought out by ‘outlined i in the speech o: the right hon. 
question two or three months | ‘Gentleman. It was idle to contend that 
and it was that Cape Colony and Natal | confiscation was not intended in the 
had had no necessity to increase their lordinary sense of the word. As the 
taxation because of the war, and that | right hon. Gentleman indicated to-night, 
in point of fact there had been a surplus | the money was required for the purpose 
in both colonies. He did not say that | of acquiring and handing over land to 
the ordinary farmers had been making | British settlers. Nothing could possibly 
money, but the wealthier classes, the | be imagined more likely to prolong the 
traders and contractors. had undoubtedly | war than the statement made by the 
been making money out of the war, and | right hon. Gentleman that night with 
they had the extraordinary fact that | regard to the question of settlement. It 
while England had been straining its | made him aoe when he heard the 
resources to pay for the war, Cape Colony | right hon. Gentleman denouncing the 
and Natal had not heen obliged to impose Irish party, and those who appeared at 
a penny extra taxation. Why, therefore, | the Queen's Hall meeting, for prolonging 
should the House of Commons be called |} the war. and saying that they were 
upon to vote money for the railways in responsible for the sufferings of the 
those colonies? There was no apparent | women and children in South Africa. 
reason why those colonies should not | The Boer leaders at The Hague and in 
borrow the necessary money or raise|South Africa were not so extremely 
it by taxation. They were also told that | foolish and silly people as to be holding 
three millions of the Vote would be | out because of speeches made by the 
treated as an advance to the Transvaal | Irish Members or at the Queen's Hall. 

and Orange River Colony. as it was | The Boers had had ample opportunity 
called, and would be repaid out of the | of judging of the feeling of the people 
first loan issued by them. That con- | of this country, and they had known 
veyed no assurance that the money |throughout the war that there was 
would be repaid. Was it contemplated | no power which could now dislodge 
that the House of Commons would issue | the English Government. Hon. Mem- 
such a loan without consulting the in- | ‘bers said that the Boers were slim, 

habitants of the colonies? He thought it | but they were not fools, and it was pre- 
was iniquitious and intolerable that the | posterous to allege that they were in- 
population of a country should be saddled | fluenced to continue the war by anything 
with a loan under such circumstances, | that the Irish Members could say. What 
and he did not think it was morally defen- | did influence them was such speeches 
sible. He would certainly vote against it. | as that delivered that night by the right 
The next item was £500,000 for resettle- | hon. Gentleman, and on F riday night, 

ment andrelief. The right hon. Baronet | when he spoke of a war of ruffianism. 

the Member for Forest of Dean assumed | | These speeches turned men’s blood into 
that that money was intended for flame and maddened them; and all 
the purpose of resettling Dutch farmers | history proved that when men were 
on theland. He was bound to say that the | worked up to such a passion no argu- 
Colonial Secretary very frankly removed | ment whatever could have any influence 
that impression, for he said that the|on them. 


Mr. Dillon. 
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THe CHAIRMAN: I must call the| and the Orange River State. There was 
hon. Member’s attention to the fact that | to be a small protected territory without 
he has wandered away from the Vote | certain blockhouses, and half the army 
before the Committee. | was to come home in order to keep down 
| the cost of the war within the Estimates. 


Mr. DILLON said he was discussing 
the question as to who was responsible) *Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
for the unhappy prolongation of the war. | land, N.) said that on page 8 of the 
This was a Vote of seven millions for|Supplementary Estimates a footnote 
the administration of the Transvaal, | stated that £3,000,000 of the total of 
including a Vote of £500,000 for the | £6,500,000 which was asked for * will 
settlement of British colonists in the | be treated as an advance to the Transvaal 
Transvaal. With all respect he sub-| and the Orange River Colony, and will 
mitted that it would be perfectly com-| be repaid out of the proceeds of the first 
petent for him to discuss the question | loans issued by these colonies. The 
whether the Boers ought to get back their | remainder will not be so repaid, but will 
farms. His point was that the Colonial form an addition to the total expenditure 
Secretary had told the Boers in his speech | due to the war, against which will ulti- 
that this £500,000 was to be largely | mately be set whatever sum it is decided 
applied as the commencement of a great |to charge on the new colonies as their 
experimental settlement on the forfeited! share.” He had suggested that the 
lands of the citizens of the Transvaal. | surplus of the revenues of the Transvaal 
In his opinion that was a most mis-|and Orange River Colonies, after they 


chievous statement, whether regarded 
from the point of view of the future 
settlement of the country or of the con- 
tinuation of the war. [An Hon. MEMBER 
BER: The lands are to be purchased. | 
Yes, but it would be a forced purchase. 
It would be like saying to these men 
without a coat to their back, ‘‘ We shall | 
give you £50 to clear out of the land.” | 





had been liberally and generously ad- 
ministered, should be devoted to paying 
off the expenditure on the war. The 
Colonial Secretary paid him the compli- 
ment of referring to that suggestion, 
but he dismissed it on the ground that 
when the time came to give those States 
self-government they could not be asked 
to devote the surplus of their revenue 


That was a system of pure confiscation. | to paying off the expenditure on the war. 
That was the policy which had been! He absolutely concurred with the right 
carried out in Ireland for generations. | hon. Gentleman that that would not be 
It was charged against Ireland that it | the moment to ask them to accept such 
was a most expensive country to govern. |a burden, and it was for that very 
So it was, because the English Govern- | reason that he proposed that the Govern- 


ment had confiscated and forfeited the | 
Irish lands and exterminated the people. | 
When it was proposed to carry the Irish 
system across 6,000 miles of ocean to 
South Africa, he warned the Committee 
that if that policy were persisted in this 
six and a half millions would only be as 
the bite of a cherry to the ultimate cost, 
and he warned the Committee that not a 
shilling would ever be got back from the 
Transvaal. The right hon. Gentleman the 


ment should now determine the maxi- 
mum liability to be imposed on those 
States. He had very great respect for 
the Colonial Secretary’s opinion, but he 
differed from him on that point, because 
he contended that if those States knew 
from the beginning that self-government 
carried with it this liability, which, after 
all, they can only be called upon to 
pay when they can afford it, there 
would be nothing to complain of. What 








Colonial Secretary was evidently deter-| would be their alternative ? They would 
mined to give the House of Commons no | either have to take over the debt as a 
information as to the future administra- | legal obligation or refuse self-govern- 
ation of the Transvaal. All sorts of strange | ment, and he did not somehow think 
rumours were current, but he was afraid | they would take the latter step. Their 
that the policy now was to abandon all | position would be analogous to that 
attempts for the next six months to|of an inheritor of great estates who 
oceupy the greater part of the Transvaay| was groaning and growling over the 
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injustice of the Death Duties. He had | 
heard people damn the Death Duties as | 
an iniquitous and monstrous form of | 
taxation, that would bring ruin to their 
properties, 
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order to avoid the Death 
he asked was that the  Trans- 
vaal and Free State should be} 
taxed according to their possibilities. | 
Personally he did not believe in the | 
gloomy vaticinations of the Member for 
West Monmouth ; he preferred to believe, 

with the Colonial Secretary, that the. 
future of those countries was bright | 
with the prospect of prosperity. But 
he gathered, even from the pessimistic 
report of Sir D. Barbour, that the Trans- 
vaal would be able to pay over 
£50,000,000 of the war debt. Well, 
take that £50,000,000 by all means. 
He had no objection to that. But in| 
settling this sum as the maximum of 
their obligations according to their 
present means, he exhorted the Govern- 
ment to stipulate that, in the event of | 
the great possibilities of these countries | 
being realised, their surplus revenue, 
or at all events a great proportion of it, | 
should be devoted to paying off the war | 
debt. 


To those who did not share the opti- | 
mistic view of the Colonial Secretary 
this proposition might appear unsound, 
as the war debt did certainly appear a. 
large sum in proportion to the present | 
revenue of the country; but he asked 
the Committee, as a hypothesis, to 
suppose for a moment that we had gone | 
to war with the Transvaal in 1884, 
hefore the discovery of the Witwaters- | 
rand gold mines, and to imagine further | 
that the war had cost some £30,000,000. | 
The revenue of the country at that time 
was, approximately, £200,000. Assum- | 
ing that he, at the conclusion of that! 
imaginary war, had urged upon the| 
Government what he was urging upon | 
them at the present moment—namely, 
that the surplus revenue of the Transvaal 
should be devoted to paying for the war— 
what would hon. members have said ?| 
They would have treated his speech with 
scorn and derision; they would have | 
laughed at his folly in proposing that | 
we should cripple a country whose | 
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but he had never yet heard | 
of anyone abandoning his estates in | 


Duties. All | 


| trekked 


Service Estimutes. 1516 


have laughed so loud ten years later, 

when the revenues of the country had 
increased to almost five millions. He 
could not, therefore, urge upon the 
Government too strongly the necessity 
of insuring the British taxpayer in the 
event of a similar and further develop- 
ment in the revenue of the Transvaal. 
The Committee might argue that his 
scheme was academic and scarcely came 
within the area of practice ; but he could 
only say that mortgaging the future 
possibilities was an every-day occurrence 
in business, and in companies was well 
known in the shape of deferred and 
founders’ shares. Therefore he failed to 
see any possible argument against this 


| precaution. For if, as pessimists declared, 


the country was a charred and wasted 
wilderness ; if the gold mines had indeed 
into some far off chimerical 
country; if the iron and other ores, as 
some hon members would seem to 
believe, had been devoured by locusts: 
then we in England, whatever the sui 
imposed by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer might be, whether fifty-five 
millions or 155 millions, must bow to the 
inevitable and bear the whole burden 
of the war. But if, on the other hand. 


| the Transvaal was, as those best qualified 
'to know believed it to be, a country of 


colossal undeveloped wealth, whose 
revenue under good and enlightened 


government would rise by leaps and 
bounds, then surely it was only fair that 
the surplus millions, which were after 
all the direct outcome of British adminis- 
tration, should be devoted towards re- 
lieving the burden of the British tax- 
payer. He had heard it urged that for 
years and even decades we could expect 
nothing from the revenues of the Trans- 


'vaal. But surely this argument was 
fallacious. The great wealth of the 


country did not lie on the surface, but 
under the soil. Gold, coal, iron, and other 
ores pointed to its becoming one of the 


| richest new countries in the world, and 
; while he 


recognised that agriculture 
would take time to foster, the mining 
industry would respond almost imme- 
diately to the spade of the miner and 
‘the touch of the mechanic. All that was 
| required was the mending or the renewal 
of machinery, in order to bring the mines 


revenue was only £200,000 with a debt | into the same state of efficiency as they 


of thirty millions. But they would not. 
Mr, Claude Lowther. 


were in before. 
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With regard to the Rand, experts 
were able to estimate with almost mathe- 
matical precision the amount of gold 
left there. Owing to the equal dissemi- 
nation of gold the element of chance had 
been almost eliminated, and to such a 
degree that mining on the Rand had 
come to be looked uponas a steady, solid 
industry. The most competent judges 
calculated from the area 
already been worked that the gold re- 
maining in the Rand would not be 
exhausted for thirty-five years, and that 
during that time it would yield fourteen 
hundred million pounds worth of gold. 
Now a tax of 10 per cent. on the gross on 
this sum, or as he would prefer to see, in 
order to help the development of the low- 
grade mines, an equivalent tax on the 
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profits, would bring in 140 million 
pounds. He had not, in giving these 
figures, taken into account the deeper 


levels, the value of which it was more 
difficult to estimate with the same 
accuracy and precision, but which the 
same judges had every reason to believe 
would produce over £1,000,000,000. In 
the face of these figures he challenged 
any hon. member to say that it was 
ludicrous or impossible to ask the Trans- 
vaal to eventually pay for the war. He 
fully concurred with the right hon. 
Member for West Monmouth in_ his 
denunciation of Sir D. Barbour’s tax of 
10 per cent. on the profits as a “ mon- 
strous proposition.” It had been esti- 
mated by those best qualified to know 
that British administration will save 
£5,000,000 a year in the working ex- 
penses of the mines. The mine owners 
themselves calculated on a saving of 
£4,000,000—that was to say, when it 
suited their purpose to do so, and he 
contended that a tax of four times the 
amount of that proposed by Sir D. 
Barbour could be borne without dis- 
turbing the industry, or, as the Colonial 
Secretary seemed to fear, killing the goose 
with the golden eggs. It would no 
doubt be said that he was suggesting 
something abnormal, something pre- 
posterous, that he was advising the 
imposition of a burden that had never 
been put on the mining industry before. 
But he had only to go to the latest pro- 
ducing gold fields and what did he find ? 
The Canadian Government had up till 
now levied a tax of 10 per cent. on all the 


which had! 
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gold that came out of Klondyke, and 
that in Rhodesia 50 per cent. of the 
profit went to the Government ; but he 
had yet to learn that this taxation either 
stifled the industry or deterred capital 
from going into these countries. His 
insistence that the gold mines should 
be more heavily taxed was due to no un- 
reasonable animosity against the industry 
or against the great financial groups 
who controlled it. He knew none of 
these magnates personally. It would not 
surprise him if, in spite of all that had 
been said, both outside and inside this 
House, some of them were the most 
honourable gentlemen. But he knew 
this: that in this century money was an 
all-important factor, and that the power 
of wealth was as great as it was inde- 
finable, and he feared, therefore, that 
unless the country’s attention was drawn 
to the true state of affairs, even the 
Government, prompted by excellent 
motives of charity, or animated by the 
sentiments of the hon. Member for Old- 
ham-—-‘‘ that we should finish the war in 
style’’—might momentarily forget the 
British taxpayer and prescribe the reme- 
dies of the philanthropic Sir David in 
order to assuage the suffering and sorrow 
of the poor millionaires. But why this 
sorrow? Why this suffering? What 
had they to complain of ? What a 
change had come over the spirit of their 
dreams. Not so long ago they could 
find no words too big to express the 
infallible potentiality of the mines. It 
was then a steady, solid industry they 
sang of, that feared the burden of no 
taxation. But then they wanted the 
money of the public, then they wanted 
to sell their shares at an inflated pre- 
mium. Now these gentlemen, though 
rich beyond the dreams of avarice, had 
changed their songs of joy to howls of 
woe, and they would have us believe 
that the steady, solid industry had be- 
come a shaky speculation that trembled. 
quivered, wavered at the mere mention 
ot the word taxation. There was one 
other point he wished to emphasise, 
and that was whatever tax was imposed 
by the Government on the mining in- 
dustry could always be lessened with 
facility, but could only be increased 
with enormous friction and dangerous 
difficulties. In conclusion, he hoped 
the Government would not make this a 
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party question. Personally he had no 
axe to grind, no private interest to 
serve. He was animated only by feelings 
of common justice and equity, and he 
had taken up this question in the hopes 
of relieving the British taxpayer of the 
burden that had been forced upon him 
and putting it upon the shoulders of the 
people who will eventually benefit by 
this war. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said that the hon. Gentleman who had 
just sat down had calculated that 
the Transvaal could easily repay £140,000 
of the war expenditure. He wished they 
might get it. The hon. Gentleman 
suggested that the Transvaal should 
be told that if she paid a certain sum 
of money she would get self-government. 
We, however, did not sell self-govern- 
ment, which ought to be given as soon 
as it was safe. The right hon. the 
Colonial Secretary had commenced his 
speech in a very conciliatory manner, 
stating that both he and Lord Milner 
were agreed as to the policy to be pur- 
sued towards the negroes. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that nothing 
in the nature of slavery was to be 
allowed, although he made a qualification. 
He said that there was not, and never 
had been, slavery in the mines; but 
that the blacks employed by the farmers 


had been treated with the greatest 
cruelty as slaves. He should have 


thought that, if a distinction was to be 
made between the two, the blacks in the 
mines would be worse slaves than those 
on the farms. Many people in this 
country preferred pastoral occupation to 
digging in the mines, and the miners 
got more wages than agricultural labour- 
ers. The same should be the ease in the 
Transvaal, where, however, they got a 
little less when employed in the mines 
than on the farms. There was a good 
deal of truth in what the right hon. 
Gentleman had said, that everywhere in 
South Africa the blacks were regarded 
as an inferior race; and he used that 
as an argument why we should not 
proceed hastily; that we were to 
go on for a certain number of years 
allowing this modified slavery, and then 
that we were to give the negroes more 
liberty. That was not the way in which 
Abraham Lincoln proceeded in America. 
Mr. Claude Lowther. 
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He was convinced that the people of 
this country desired to see in all our 
colonies equality between blacks and 
whites. The right hon. Gentleman had 
tried to elaborate a most striking picture 
of the conditions of the blacks before 
we went to South Africa. He said that 
one tribe would be masters one day 
and another tribe the slaves, but that the 
next day the position might be reversed. 
The consequence was that all the blacks 
in Africa had an objection to work. We 
were to alter all that, and teach them the 
dignity of labour! Then the old, old 
system of taxing the negroes was to be 
adopted, because than they would have 
to labour in order to provide the means 
tu pay the tax. In fact we were to tax 
the negroes in order to force them into 
the mines. He called that slavery; 
at any rate it was forced labour. Again, if 
the blacks entered into contracts to work, 
and violated the contracts, they were 
to be punished as the coolies were who 
violated their contracts in theWest Indies. 
But in the West Indies the penalty was a 
civil penalty, and not a criminal penalty. 
He had been surprised at one argument 
the right hon. Gentleman had adressed 
to the Committee. He said that we must 
be careful to see that the mines were 
productive, because we were interested in 
them, and if they did not pay we might 
lose. The right hon. Gentleman said 
he had studied the question ; but he had 
not been to South Africa. Had he 
studied it from Mr. Beit or Mr. Rhodes ? 
That explained perhaps why the right 
hon. Gentleman should remain under 
such asingular delusion. What happened 
really was that a speculator went from 
the Transvaal to the Zambesi and said 
to a native chief: “I will pay you so 
much if you will give me so many of your 
young men.” The native chief pocketed 
the money, and the young men came 
down to the speculator, who sold them 
'to the highest bidder. The truth was 
| that there was a great number of mines— 
‘low grade mines—in the Transvaal 
| that would not pay unless they were 
worked with cheap labour. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that he did not 
wish the capitalists to benefit ; but their 
dividends would go up, and in the case 
of low grade mines the employment of 
cheap labour meant having a dividend 
or no dividend at all. The right hon. 
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Gentleman said he wished to benefit 
English miners. He would tell the 
right hon. Gentleman how to do that. 
Let him do away entirely with black 
labour in South Africa, and then a 
large number of respectable men would 
go out there, would earn larger wages 
than at home, and bring their money 
back with them. The employment 
of black labour was a curse to the country. 
The natives in the Portuguese territory 
in the interior of Africa were not able 
to make contracts, because they did not 
understand what contracts were. They 
did not like working underground, and 
when they got down into the mines 
they were kept down by the lash. Could 
that be done without calling it slavery ? 
He said it was slavery. The right hon. 
Gentleman talked about teaching the 
natives the dignity of labour, and said 
that they must learn to support them- 
selves. How did they do that before 
the English ever went to South Africa ? 
They supported themselves then, as 
the climate was very good, and they 
had only to plant a few bananas and 
build a hut in order to be perfectly 
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happy and contented. The two things | 


a black man really wanted were a bottle of 
brandy to get drunk and a gun to shoot 
his neighbour. They were not elevated by 
being forced to'work, because the dignity 
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were in the House of Commons instead 
of in the House of Lords, and heard the 
speech of the Colonial Secretary, he 
would have said that he had never heard 
a greater instance of ‘“‘ organised hypo- 
crisy. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN rose in his 
place and claimed to move, “ That the 
question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I desire to ask you, Sir, with great 
respect, if, when you accepted the motion 
for the closure, you were aware of the 
fact that though the discussion has lasted 
the whole night on this Vote for six and 
a half millions, only one Irish Member 
has had an opportunity of taking part 
init. lLask you Sir, with great respect, 
considering the magnitude of this Vote; 
and the suddenness with which it was 
proposed, whether a certain number of 
the Irish Members are not entitled to 
make a protest on behalf of their country, 

THe CHAIRMAN: 


I am aware of 


| the circumstances, but nothing in those 


of freedom which they possessed was, 


destroyed. 


They were the natives of | 


‘circumstances led me to suppose that 


it was not proper to accept the motions 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I think 


the country, and would not Englishmen | it is very unfair. 


object if a superior body of men landed 
in England and compelled them to | 


work in the mines? If Lord Rosebery! Noes, 97. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170 ; 
(Division List No. 412.) 


AYES. 
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Macartney,Rt.Hn.W G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming > 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Abfaham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 
Asquith,Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Boland, ohn 

Boyle, James 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

Cullinan. J. 

Daly, James 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A 

Doogan. P. C. 

Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


{COMMONS} 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w | 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randies, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 


NOES, 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Holland, William Henry 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


, Joyee, Michael 
, Labouchere, Henry 


Leamy, Edmund 
Levy, Maurice 


' Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


' MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


, Norman, Henry 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
| O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) | 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Seely ,Capt.J.E.B. (IsleofWight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thernton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colone! C. FE. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (Yorks,E.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N ) 

O’ Kelly, JamesiRoscomm’n, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterferd) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 4 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Sullivan, Donal 


' Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks, W.RB.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick, (Meath, North 
Whiteley,George( Yorks, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
TELLERS FOR THE NOEs- 
Mr. Black and Mr. Pirie. ** 








Flavin 
Flynr 


Aclan 
Agg-( 
Agne 
Arkw 
Arnol: 
Arrol, 
Asher 
Asquil 
Atkin: 
Bagot, 
Baird, 
Balear 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Banbu 
Bathut 
Beach, 
Bignok 
Blunde 
Bond, . 
Boscaw 
Brassey 
Lrown, 
Bullarc 
Butche 
Buxton 
Caldwe 
Cavend 
Cavend 
Cecil, E 
Cecil, L 
Chambe 
Cham be 
Charrin 
Churchi 
Collings 
Colville, 
Compto 
Corbett, 
Cox, Irw 
Cra nhor 
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Question put accordingly. | 


{6 AucusT 1901} 


! Noes, 199. 


AYES. 


Abraham, William \Cork,N.E.) ; Gilhooly, James 


Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. U. 

Duffy, William J. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. I’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, R. I. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne. Viscount 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, P. (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


NOES. 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C, 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirH oratioD(Chatham 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliamHart 
Elibank, Master of 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HonSirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S« Warwick,S.W | 
Galloway, William Johnson | 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick} 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG( Midd’x | 
Hamilvon,Marq.of(Lond’derry | 
Hanbury, Rt.HonRobert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Asht’rd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
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O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 

O’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Shipman, Dr. John WU. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

White, P. (Meath, North) 

Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 

Whitley, J. H. (H:**" vx) 

TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Mr. Black and Mr. Pirie. 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Statfords. N.W. 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, Dav.Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshice) 


Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 


| Lambton, Hon. Fred. William 
| Lawrence, Wm. I’. (Liverpool) 


Lawson, John Grant 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 


| Long, Hon.Walter (Bristol, S.) 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney,RtHn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring. Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy. 
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Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavyidJ(Walthamstow 
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Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
| Remnant, James Farquharsoz. 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH.A.( Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 


Nicol, Donald Nin‘an 
Norman, Henry 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn.Wm.RobertWelles!ey 
Percy, Ear] 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S$. 

Rankin, Sir James 


Mr. J. 
“That the 
put.” 


original 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith,Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHonGeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, KennethR.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. HnSirMichael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish. R. I’. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W ore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colvile, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 


CHAMBERLAIN 


(Juestion be 


{COMMONS} 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasThomson | 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 


Roe, Sir Thomas 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samal, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 


Seely, Capt.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’umb.T’n’side 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 


claimed 
now 
The 

Noes, 59. 


AYES. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Davies, M.Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Klibank, Master of 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,RtHon.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin« Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Committee 


(Division List No. 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Colonel William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William Te re 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashivon-a-Lane) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley,(York, E. R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Willian. Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Original Question put accordingly. 


divided :—Ayes, 


1 4.) 


196 ; 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilt st a dG Mid d’x 


Hamilton, Marq of Lond’derry 
re ta f Rt. a RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence >| Kent, As hid 
Harris, I rederick Leverton 


Haslett, James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Statfords. N.W. 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hoare, FE. Hampstead) 


Sir 


Brodie \ 


Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 


Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCccil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Care Wn. 
Lawrence, Wm. I’. \Liverpoo!) 
Lawson, John Aah 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-G ower, FrederickN.5. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 


Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
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M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurHA.( Deptford) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 


{6 AuausT 1901} 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 

Rog, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler, Col. S. Alexander 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Seely,CaptJ.E,B.(Isle of Wight | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C. (North’m,Tyn’side 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Supply—Civil 


: NOES, 
Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke. E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Josepa 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon Charles Seale- 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark <A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M' Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


Resolution to be reported. 
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| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut-Col Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Colonel William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Col. William George 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.-) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne’ 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.} 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 

y 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon,N. 
O’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Capt. 
Donelan. 


|the Chairman do report the Resolution 


| to the House.”’ 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That | 
Noes, 63. 


AYES. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 164 ; 
(Division List No. 415.) 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex P. 
Age-Gardner, James T'ynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe! 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Joceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneli’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 





dathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Beach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 


Bignold, Arthur 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 





Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
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Davies,M.Vaughan-(Cardigan | Jones,DavidBrynmor(Swansea | 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir ge § Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doug zlas, C. M. (Lanark) 
Dox ord, Sir William T. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Elibank, Master of 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJd(Manch’r 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, Willi'am Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS( WarwickS. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgin Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 
Hamilton, M: argof(L ‘nl nd’rry 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath,James (Statfords,N. W. 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, E. Ibrodie (Hampstead) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Black, Alexander William 


Boland, John 
Boyle, James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 

Cc lancy, John Jose »ph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

( — J. 


Daly, James 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, « —* hristopher 
Gilhooly, J ames 


Resolution to be reported upon Thurs- | Mr. 
day ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


In pursuance of 


House of the 


the Order 
22nd day of July last, 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh) | 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh | 
Keswick, William 


| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 


Lawson, J ohn Grant 


| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney,Rt Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, tesa Robert P acy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan,DavidJ ( Walthamst’w 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenrvF. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, R obert 

Rankin, Sir James 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
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of the 
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Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renw ick, George 

Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Sackville, Col. S. G.Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
‘fennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Col. C. E 

Webb, Col. William George 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax)? 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


. Murray 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

(’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 

O'Malley, W “ey 

0 Shaughnessy, r. 

O'Shee, James ohn 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.{ Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

White, Patrick (Meath, North 

Whiteley, George (York, WR) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


adjourned the House with- 


out Question put. 


House adjourned at ten minutes after 


Two of the clock. 





a Speech indicates reviston by the Member. 
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1533 Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS 


Wednesday, 7th August, 1901. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


CROMER WATER BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


HARPENDEN DISTRICT BILL 
{Lords}. 
Bill read the third time, and passed, 


with Amendments. 


GAS 


LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 

Ordered, That, in the case of the 
Llanelly Harbour Bill [Lords], Standing 
' Orders 236 and 237 be suspended, and 
that the Committee of Selection have 
leave to appoint the Committee on the 
Bill; to sit and proceed forthwith.— 


(Mr. Caldwell.) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; Bill to be | 
read the third time to-morrow. 


PETITIONS. 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 
WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from 

lie upon the Table. 


Wishaw, against ; to 


CANADIAN CATTLE (IMPORTATION). 


Petition from Cupar, for the abolition 
of restrictions ; to lie upon the Table. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS, ETC., BILL. 
Petition from Renfrewshire, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
ACTS 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP 


AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDATION 

BILL. 

Petition of South of Scotland Chamber 
of Commerce, against new clause relating 
to working hours in factories on Satur- 
day ; to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. XCVIII. 


(FouRTH SERIES. | 


{7 Avucust 1901} 








Reports, ke. 1534 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Stepney ; 
Eardisley ; and Lympne; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
“MINERVA” AND “HYACINTH” 
TRIALS. 


Return [presented 6th August] to be 
printed. | No. 310.] 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Thirty-ninth Report 
of the Inspector [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (REVENUE AND 
EXPENDITURE). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th August; Mr.¥ Austen 
Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 311.] 





POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE 
AND EXPENDITUR f) 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th August; Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table. 
and to be printed. [No. 312.} 


MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF 
COMMONS IN RECEIPT OF PUBLIC 
MONEY. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 4th March; Mr. Fenwick] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 313.] 


ARMY (SPECIAL PENSIONS). 
of Return for the 
year ended 31st March, 1901, of Pensions 
specially granted under Articles 730, 
1170, and 1207 of the Army Pay Warrant 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy’ presented, 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2680 to 2686 [by Command] ; 


to lie 





upon the Table. 
3K 





1535 Death of the 
DEATH OF HER [IMPERIAL MAJESTY 
THE EMPRESS FREDERICK OF 

GERMANY. 

‘Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
KE.) : Mr. Speaker, for the second time in 
the course of this year I have to ask the 
House to express its sympathy with our 
Royal Family in a great bereavement. 
In January it was the Queen, and now, 
a few months later, it is the late Queen’s 
eldest daughter, the Princess Royal of 


{COMMONS} 


Empress Frederick. 1536 


| the resolution which I am about to read 


mention is also made of the son of the 
late Empress, the present German Em- 
_peror ; and I think it will be felt on all 
hands that it is in accordance with our 
| feelings and the feelings of the country 
| that we should express to him through 
‘the King our great sympathy in the 
' bereavement under which he is now 
‘suffering. It is with these feelings and 
with this object that I ask the House to 
agree to the motion standing in my 


England. The end, Sir, has long been | 
foreseen ; and yet, now that the blow has | 
fallen, we cannot doubt that those most | Motion made, and Question proposed 
nearly affected by it deserve all the sym- | “That an humble Address be presented 
pathy which this House and this country | 4, yi, Majesty to express the deep con- 
can accord to them. I do not think it _cern of this House at the great loss which 


name. 


will be necessary for me to dwell at length 
upon the virtues of the deceased Em- 
press. She was, we all know, exemplary 
as a wife, exemplary as a daughter, exem- | 
plary as a mother ; and she was, besides 
all that, endowed with many gifts of | 
nature and of education which would | 
have made her, even in another station, | 
a remarkable and accomplished woman. | 
And although, perhaps, it is not strictly | 
relevant to the motion I am bringing | 
before the House, in addition to that, | 
we most of us have in our minds that 
she perhaps suffered more in the way of | 
bereavement and of pain than is common | 
to the lot of mankind. One other, and | 
only one other, title to our special sym- | 
pathy do I venture to bring before the | 
House to-day. The late Empress Frede- | 
rick, born an Englishwoman, was by 
adoption a German ; and all through her 
life she strove to promote to the best of 
her ability, with all the advantages her 
high station gave her, that mutual com- 
prehension, that sympathy, between 
these two great nations, on which so 
much, in my opinion at all events, the 
future of civilisation depends. These 


| His Majesty has sustained by the death 
of His Majesty’s sister, Her Majesty the 
Empress and Queen Frederick of Ger- 
many, Princess Royal of Great Britain 
and Ireland, and to condole with His 
Majesty on this melancholy occasion ; 
and to pray His Majesty that he will be 
graciously pleased to express to His Im- 
perial Majesty, William, German Emperor, 
King of Prussia, the profound sympathy 
of this House with the Imperial and Royal 
Family. 


“ To assure His Majesty that this House 
will ever feel the warmest interest in 
whatever concerns His Majesty’s domestic 
relations, and to declare the ardent wishes 
of this House for the happiness of His 
Majesty and his family.”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I feel sure that the 
House will on this occasion not fail to 
express with sincerity and unanimity 
that sympathy with the Crown and the 
Royal House which always animates it. 
This loyal feeling is intensified on this 





are claims outside the special claim 


which requires me to-day to bring this | 
The prime, | 


matter before the House. 
the moving cause of this motion is the 
desire which we all feel upon the present 
occasion—as we have always felt upon 


occasion by the warm admiration which 
is entertained for the illustrious lady 
whose death we are now mourning. The 
Empriss Frederick, although she was 
‘seldom in this country and among us 
after her marriage—and what a vista of 





similar occasions in the past—the desire | years that recollection carries us through! 
to express to our Sovereign the deep sym-|—yet never lost that place which as 
pathy which we feel in all his personal | Princess Royal in her earlier years she 
losses, the feeling which we have that his won in the nation’s heart. Besides this, 
affairs are our affairs, and that anything | there was the universal and profound 
which nearly concerns him cannot be/| respect for her chaacter. Her Majesty's 
alien from us. It will be noticed that in | great mental gifts, the many accomplish- 
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ments with which she adorned her life, 
her well-known enthusiasm in the, cause 
of intellectual and civil freedom, her devo- 
tion to the great man who was her hus- 
band, and the fact that, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has said, while she fully dis- 
charged all her duties in the exalted posi- 
tion which she occupied in Germany, 
she still remained true to the land of her 
birth—these things have made our people 


proud of our Empress Frederick and glad | 
always to think of her as a British) 


Princess. We deplore the loss to her 
country and to the highest tendencies 
and aspirations of the age which her 
death involves. Knowing as we do how 
close are the ties which bind the members 
of the Royal Family together, we find 
it not only a duty, but a duty which 
carries our hearts with it, to offer to 
them, and especially to His Majesty the 
King, the tribute of our sincere sym- 
pathy. Sir, I beg to second the motion. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, nemine contradicente, That 
an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty to express the deep concern 
of this House at the great loss which 
His Majesty has sustained by the death 


of His Majesty’s sister, Her Majesty | 


the Empress and Queen; Frederick of 
Germany, Princess Royal of Great Britain 
and Ireland, and to condole with His 
Majesty on this melancholy occasion ; 
and to pray His Majesty that He will be 
graciously pleased to express to His 
Imperial Majesty, William, German 
Emperor, King of Prussia, the profound 
sympathy of this House with the Im- 
perial and Royal Family. To assure 
His Majesty that this House will ever 
feel the warmest interest in whatever 
concerns His Majesty’s domestic relations, 
and to declare the ardent wishes of this 
House for the happiness of His Majesty 
and his family. 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and Members of His Majesty’s House- 


hold. 


BUSINESS OF tHE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I now rise to 
propose an Amendment to the exist- 
ing Supply rule, which in the opinion 
of the Government is rendered necessary 
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| by the present state of public business. 
| Ido not think that there will be much 
dispute in this House as_to the necessity 
for some such alteration as that which 
I am. proposing.. We find ourselves 
with nearly one hundred Votes ¢ utstand- 
ing—I think the exact number is ninety- 
seven or ninety-eight—and if we were 
to divide upon those Votes under the 
existing rule, if a division were challenged 
upon every one of those Votes, we should 
be dividing, according to my calculation, 
| about twenty hours consecutively. If 
we were to begin at 10 o’clock on Thurs- 
day, as we should under the Supply 
rule, we should go on dividing the whole 
of Thursday night, the whole of Friday 
morning, and our proceedings upon the 
penultimate day of Supply would not be 
concluded until the first hours of the 
ultimate day of Supply had already 
passed. I say nothing of the absurdity 
of such a situation, and of the strain on 
the officers of the House or of the general 
ridicule which, I think, would rightly 
attach to our proceedings ; but really I 
wonder, as a question of order, how the 
proceedings on the ultimate day of 
Supply could begin, as required by the 
rule, in consequence of this undue 
prolongation of the proceedings on the 
penultimate day. Ido not know whether 
the House quite realises the enormous 
burden which is thrown upon its mem- 
bers, not by the prolonged discussions, 
but by divisions. This is a portion of 
our labours of which the outside world 
knows little or nothing. Perhaps I may 
be excused for making a personal refer- 
ence. I find that I have divided in 
Government divisions 340 times in the 
course of the present session. I have 
no record of the others. But assuming 
that I have divided not more than 340 
times, it appears that I have spent nearly 
a fortnight of Parliamentary time in 
_marching through the lobbies. I am a 
busy man, and I confess that that particu- 
‘lar expenditure of time is of a kind which, 
| however necessary, I dwell upon with- 
‘out any special satisfaction. I believe 
the total number of divisions this year 
| has been 410, and at the same rate 
‘of calculation they would come to about 
ten Parliamentary days of eight hours, 
which is nearly a fortnight and a half ; 
_and if there be any gentleman in this 
| House whose industry has been of so 


| 3K2 
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phenomenal and remarkable a character 
as to take part in all these divisions—- 
which I doubt—he certainly has worked 
hard in the service of his country. | 


think that in these circumstances it will | 


be felt, and felt universally in all parts 
of the House, that we must do something, 
and do that something to-day, in order to 
prevent the scandal and absurdity which 
otherwise will necessarily fall upon us as 
a business assembly. 


* Before I come to the broader ques 
tion of the Supply rules, let me explain 
that in the plan which | propose | am, 
after all, simply following the analogy 
of our existing procedure in Supply. 
Under the immemorial practice of this 
House different subjects of expenditure 
are constantly associated as sub-heads 
under one Vote, though no doubt this 
proposal carries the principle further 
than is already recognised. 
desires an illustration of what I mean 
let them take the example of the Colonial 
Service Vote. In that Vote there are 
thirty sub-heads, and these sub-heads 
deal with matters absolutely different 
and distinet, possessing nothing in 
common except that they come into one 
Department of State over which there 
is a single Parliamentary head. They 
deal with colonies scattered all over the 
world, with problems absolutely differ- 
ent, problems that cannot be settled 
in one body by one set of arguments, 
which, if they are discussed at all, must 
be discussed separately ; and yet, very 
properly, and in order that our business 
may be managed with reasonable expe- 
dition, that great variety of subjects has 
always been dealt with in one Vote. 
If another analogy is required I may re- 
mind the House of what takes place 
with regard to Supplementary Estimates 
for the Army and Navy. An Estimate 
is put forward requiring additional 
money under the head of each one of 
these Votes. It is, however, presented 
and voted upon as a single Supplementary 
Estimate. The Estimate may deal with 
an infinite variety of military topics 
with which the Minister for War is con- 
cerned, but, nevertheless, by the practice 
of the House it is presented and divided 
upon as a single Estimate in spite of the 
great divergence between the various 
matters dealt with. Therefore there 
is nothing new in the principle which 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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I am laying before the House. It is an 
old principle carried further, and for the 
reasons I have already explained to the 
House. 


If it be admitted, as I think it will, 
that some change with a view to dealing 
| with the proceedings on Thursday and 
| Friday is necessary, 1 pass to another 

topic, an underlying and more funda- 
|mental principle on which probably 
the unanimity will not beso great. The 
_way I will put this aspect of the question 
‘is to ask the House, as I have asked 
|myself, whether the fact that I have 
| been obliged to come here to-day and to 
'ask the House to pass this resolution 
shows that in principle the Supply rule 
has failed or whether it has not failed. 
[Opposition cheers.] I gather from the 
cheers of right hon. and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that I have not inaccurately 
stated the question which is present to 
their minds. I am quite clear as to the 
answer which ought to be given to that 
question. I think not only that the 
Supply rule has not failed, but that there 
never was a session in which the pro- 
ceedings in Supply have more con- 
_clusively demonstrated that the Supply 
rule was an absolute necessity. There 
| are, in my judgment, only three questions 
‘that can be asked intelligently with 
‘regard to the conduct of business in 
this House in Supply and on Report if 
the Supply rule has not failed. The 
| first question is this: has Supply been 
{taken at a time in _ the session 
'when it can be discussed, and has it 
‘always been so? I remember that in 
| 1893, when the right hon. Gentleman 
‘opposite was one of those responsible 
'for the conduct of the business of the 
| House, up to 12th September, not 12th 
' August, only twenty-five Supply Votes 
| had been discussed in the House. There 
'may have been overmastering necessi- 
ties. [AN Hon. Member: Tory obstruc- 
tion and the “Fourth Party.”] The 
Government of that day and the House 
of that day had not the advantage 
of the Supply rule, and I believe any 
party in power attempting to do the 
legislative work that Government had 
taken on itself would have been driven 
to defer Supply until the abnormally 
and the inconveniently late period I 
have mentioned ; but they would have 


| been saved from that had the Supply 
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rule been in existence, and no amount| 1871 the amount of time given was 
of obstruction, a word which I thought | equivalent to six days. The investigation 
I heard whispered across the floor of | is not an easy one, but when I talk of 
the House, Tory or otherwise, would} days I turn everything into an eight- 
have made the smallest difference to the | hour Parliamentary day. Compare that 
discussion of Supply. I think, therefore, | with the vast expenditure of time this 
I may confidently answer the first of} session, and you will have some measure 
my three questions in the affirmative. | of the growth of this particular claim upon 
The discussions we have had in Supply | our Parliamentary energy. It may be 
are discussions which have taken place | said, and probably will be said, that since 
when the House has been in its full) 1861 and 1871 the Empire has grown 
glory and its full strength, and when! and its expenditure has grown. It is 
these discussions had the best chance of | obvious that that is perfectly true, and 
being conducted under proper Parlia-|no human being can deny it; but I 
mentary conditions. | venture to say that, though that may 

The second question, I think, that. be a reason why we should make some 
may be asked about Supply is: has | crease on the nine days and the six 
sufficient time been given for the | 44Ys I have referred to, it would be 
discussion of Supply? And I will say | wholly absurd for us to lay down the 


again, what I have often said before, 
and shall probably often have to say 
again, that this is a relative question and 
not an absolute question. You can 
only test the amount of time which it is 


proper to give to Supply by considering | 
what are the general claims on the time | 


of the House and what is the length of 
session the House ought to be asked to 
undertake. I think it will be admitted 
that, as far as this year, at all events, is 
concerned, the time given to Supply has 
not only been sufficient, but, if anything, 
excessive. We have not merely had 
the twenty-three counted days, but we 
have had very prolonged discussions 
upon the Supplementary Estimates of 
last year before Easter, and we have had 
a good many discussions on days that are 
not counted. I make out that the num- 
ber of days we have given to Supply this 
session is somewhere in the neighbour- 
hood of thirty-eight or thirty-nine. 
That is, in my judgment, more than a 
proper proportion of time to be given in a 
normal session to the discussion of 
Supply ; and I would ask those who seem 
to be under the impression that it is our 
desire to curtail the discussion of 
Supply to compare that to the amount of 


| principle that Parliamentary time is to 
| be allocated simply in proportion to the 
/amount of expenditure that has to be 
) dealt with in Committee of Supply. The 
years remain the same, the length of the 
session which the House ought to be 
asked to sit remains the same, and the 
claims upon our time are perhaps not 
less than they were, and in these cireum- 
stances it is physically and arithmetically 
impossible that you should without 
limit increase the number of days 
allocated to discussion in Committee of 
Supply. If that be so, I think my second 
question—namely, whether enough time 
is given for discussions in Supply— 
should also be answered in the affirma- 
tive by every candid man in this House. 
I do not care who is responsible for the 
management of business in the House, 
I do not think any man will get up and 
say that out of an ordinary session it 
is proper that more than thirty-eight 
or thirty-nine days should be given to 
Supply. 


Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dartford) * 
| Do the thirty-eight or thirty-nine days 
‘include the time given to the considera- 
| tion of the Report of Supply ? 


discussion which used to prevail in| 


earlier and in some respects happier days. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 





I have had looked up the amount of | worked out all that in detail, but we 
time that was given to the discussion of | have, of course, sat up late on many 
the Estimates forty years ago and_ nights for Report, and the time I have 
thirty years ago, in the years 1861 and_ given would not include time so spent. 
1871 respectively, and I find that in 1861 | I come now to the third question that 
there was an amount of time devoted to | can be asked about Supply. It is this: 
Supply equivalent to nine days, and in has the time given to Supply, granted 





1543 Business of the 


that it was given at the right period of 
the session and was sufficient in amount, 
has it been properly distributed among 
the various classes of Votes to be dis- 
cussed ? To that I have a very much 
less confident answer to give than those 
I gave to the two previous questions. 
I do not think the time has in every 
respect, or nearly every respect, been 
allocated to the best advantage among 
the various Votes. I will frankly add to 
that admission that I do not think the 
Government are to blame for it. All 
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| his hand on his heart and say that he is 
confident that no such desire ever ani- 
mated himself or his party, I shall, of 
‘course, accept his statement. But in 
order to show the House how impossible 
it is to allocate the time given to Supply 
among the various Votes by means of the 
closure, let me take a case, which I admit 
is the extremest case I could take, but 
which, nevertheless, illustrates the diffi- 
culty from which we suffer. Let us 
suppose that every Vote had to be 
closured. There are 144 of them. It 


House (Supply). 


that we can do is to see that the first | takes three divisions to closure a Vote, 
Vote put down on each night is the Vote | and if all these Votes were dealt with in 
the House most desires to discuss from | this way it would take us eleven eight- 





the point of view of criticism of the 
Government policy. It has often been 
said to me by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton 
and other Members, ‘‘ You have got the 
closure. When you think a Vote has 
been sufficiently discussed, why do you 
not closure it and let the House go on 
to the next?” [An Hon. MEMBER on 
the Opposition side : Hear, hear. ] 
is an hon. Gentleman on the other side 
who takes that view, but I do not know 
whether he is one of those hon. Gentle- 
men who the other night accused me of 
putting on the closure too often. I 


would venture to point out to the House | 


that the closure is no remedy for the 
particular evil of which I am now com- 
plaining. Let the House remember 
that it takes, under our modern practice, 
three divisions to closure a Vote, and 
they occupy the House the best part of an 
hour. First there is the closure itself, 
then there is the Vote on the Amend- 
ment under discussion, and finally there 
is the division on the Vote. What 
remedy, then, is the closure in these 
circumstances when we have got to deal 
in the course of the session with 144 
separate Votes? It is no remedy accord- 
ing to my observation for what has 
occurred. There have been on some 


occasions certain gentlemen in the House | 


who were quite determined either that a 
Vote should not be finished or that it 
should he closured. 


rR. SWIFT MacNEILL 
8.) : No, no. 


(Donegal, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman who differs from me will put 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


There | 


‘hour days to deal with the Committee 
of Supply and another eleven eight-hour 
days to deal with the Reports of Supply— 
'twenty-two days in all; and twenty- 
three days is the allotted time for the 
‘discussion of Supply; so that out of 


| twenty-three days twenty-two would be 


continuously occupiedin walking through 

'the lobbies. I think that will be a clear 
indication to the House that under our 
existing system it is not in the power of 
the Government, however anxious they 
may be, to see that the time allotted to 
Supply is distributed among the various 
topics that can be raised in Supply to the 
best advantage. We can do something 
by putting down the most important 
Votes first. That we have done, and I 
think nobody can deny that we have 
done it anxiously, continuously, and con- 
sistently. But, after all, much must be 
‘left to the discretion and the wisdom of 
‘the House itself. 


| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Yes, and 
lit would be better if you left more to the 
| discretion and wisdom of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I frankly 
admit, from what [ have observed of the 
| method in which Supply has been dealt 
| with this year, the wisdom and discretion 
of the House, or of a minority of the 
House, have not shown themselves in a 
very clear manner. Whether it is pos- 
sible in the future to remedy this, as I 
have often suggested it should be reme- 
died, by a Committee, on which the 
Opposition should be in a majority, who 
should allocate the fixed time between 
the Votes—whether that is possible I do 
| not know, nor would it be in order for me 
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now to discuss. 
certain, that it is not possible for any 


Government, against the wishes of even | 


a relatively small minority of this House, 


to allocate these Votes to the best advan- | 


tage if that minority are anxious to upset 
the arrangement. Let me remind the 
House of the three questions which I said 
ought to be asked with regard to the 
management of Supply. Has Supply 


been taken at the right time of the year ? | 


It has. Has sufficient time been given 
to Supply in the course of the present | 
session? Jt has, Has that time been | 
allocated to the best advantage by the 
House? It has not, but the Govern- 
ment are in no sense to blame. I have 
only one more observation to make, 
which is that I cannot believe that any- | 
body, looking back over the history of | 
this session, can doubt that events have | 
vindicated the Supply rule, and shown | 
its necessity as it has never been shown | 
before. In what position would the 
House now find itself if the Supply rule 
had not been in force? To begin with, 
let me say we should have had much 
fewer days in Supply—we should have 
taken our legislation and we should have 
deferred our Supply. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: You had 
no legislation to take. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Even taking 


Supply as we have done, we have nearly | 


100 Votes undisposed of. Where should 
we have been if we had not been able to 
give all the time that we have given to 
the discussion of Supply? The House 
would have had before it, what it has 
often had before, the vista of an August 
and a September in which Supply would 


be slowly and painfully foreed through | 


by endless sittings, by the endless appli- 
cation of the closure, and by the even 
more effective torture which is due to 
long nights out of bed. That is not the 
way to conduct Supply, nor to bring 
our Parliamentary practice into credit. 
As far as I am able to judge from what 


has occurred this session, so far from | 


there being the slightest indication that 
we ought to retrace our steps in con- 
nection with the Supply rule, there is, 
in my judgment, evidence that the 


resolution which I now venture to pro- | 
in this or in | 


pose to the House cught, 


{7 Aucust 1901} 
But of this I am quite | 


Civil 
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some closely analogous form, to be made 
|a part of the permanent procedure of 
this House. I beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That at Ten of the clock on the last 
'but one of the days allotted for the 
Business of Supply under the Order, 
Business of the House (Supply), of the 
27th day of February, 1901, the Chair- 
man shall forthwith put every Question 
| necessary to dispose of the Vote then 
|under consideration, and shall then 
forthwith put the Question with respect 
to each Class of the Civil Service Hsti- 

mates that the total amount of the Votes 
| outstanding in that class be granted for 
the services defined in the Class, and 
shall in like manner put severally the 

| Questions that the total amounts of the 

Votes outstanding in the Estimates for 
‘the Navy, the Army, and the Revenue 

| Departments be granted for the services 
| defined in those Estimates. That, at 

Ten of the clock on the Jast allotted day, 
the Speaker shall put forthwith every 

Question necessary to dispose of the 
|Report of the Resolution then under 
consideration, and shall then put forth- 
with, with respect to each class of the 
Service Estimates the Question, 
That the House doth agree with the 
Committee in all the outstanding Resolu- 
tions reported in respect of that class, 
and shall then put a like Question with 
respect to all the resolutions outstand- 
ing in the Estimates for the Navy, the 
Army, the Revenue Departments, and 
other outstanding Resolutions severally. 
Provided always, that with the excep- 
tions herein contained, the other pro- 
visions of the order of the 27th Feb- 
ruary shall remain in force.’’— (Mr. 


A. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


| It is a matter of regret to me that I am 


not able to support the proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman. I say it 
matter of regret, because I am one of 
those who have not viewed with any dis- 
,favour the experiment he introduced in 
‘regard to discussions in Supply. I am 
not one, either, who stands out too much 
against any reasonable measure for 
|expediting business, and J have no 
| sympathy whatever with any Member 
of the House who uses the forms of the 


is a 
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House for the purpose of defeating the | 


intentions of the House and the proper 
treatment of the business of Parliament. 
But I confess that, having !ooked closely 
into this matter, I do not see my way to 
support the right hon. Gentleman. The 
right ,hon. Gentleman passes very 
lightly over the question whether any 
blame attaches to the Government. | 
do not know that we need go at any 
length into that matter, but I do believe 
that it is a general impression in the 
House, not confined to any particular 
obnoxious party, that the Government’s 
management of the business has not been 
successful during this session. To begin 
with, we met later than we need have 
done, we have had longer holidays than 
were necessary, and there has _ been 
obvious throughout the session a lack of 
what I may call driving force. Hon. 
Members may depend upon this, that the 
best way of securing the businesslike 
discussion of our affairs is to have them 
presented to the House in a businesslike 
way. It may be said that some of the 
discussions we have had in Supply have 
been a waste of the time of the House; 
but that, again, depends very much 
upon the way in which the House is 
treated by the Government. I will 
point to one little matter as an instance 
of what I mean, not immediately con- 
nected with Supply, but still involving 
large sums of money. What is to be 
thought of a Government presenting to 
the House two Bills involving expendi- 
ture of more than twelve millions ster- 
ling, which have not yet been read a 
second time, within eight or ten days 
of the conclusion of the session? When 
we find great and important questions 
of finance treated in that manner, is it 
surprising that the House should not 
be very businesslike in its own conduct 
of the debates ? 

But now, Sir, let me come to this 
rule relating to Supply, which was intro- 
duced by the right hon. Gentleman as 
an experiment, and which, no doubt, 
has certain advantages. The right hon. 
Gentleman points out that the discus- 
sions on Votes in Supply have not been 
huddled together as they sometimes have 
been at the end of the session. No, but 
something else has been huddled to- 
gether at the end of the session. and that 
is the decision of the House as to these 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 











House (Supply). 1548 


Votes in Supply. The discussion may 
now be more leisurely than it sometimes 
was, but I doubt if, after all, it is not 
rather random and perfunctory, because 
the attitude of the Go.ernment towards 
this question of discussing Supply is 
this—You have a certain number of 
days, deal with them as you like; we 
have no interest in the matter. What 
shall we put down? What would you 
like put down? And then, when a Vote 
is put down, the Government have no 
interest whatever in accelerating the 
discussion, and if the discussion is nota 
very pleasant one for the Government, 
and is going rather against them, all 
they have to do is to go on to the magic 
hour of twelve o'clock. Then the dis- 
cussion ceases, the Vote disappears, and 
is only seen again at the end of the 
session. Probably the Government would 
be much more anxious to give us 
full information and to make out their 
case for the Vote if they knew that they 
could not get the Vote without a division 
in which the conduct of the Minister 
would be brought to book. That is one 
matter. The Minister is supposed to 
have no interest in the subject, and the 
critics get no satisfaction, because, if I 
may use a hunting phrase, we may liken 
the operation of the clock striking the 
midnight hour to the case of the fox 
which runs to earth and puts an end 
to the hunt. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I inter- 
rupt the right hon. Gentleman? Has 
he known a single case in which a Vote 
has been talked out at twelve o'clock 
except by the Opposition ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That would require a large amount of 
research, because—which Heaven forbid 
—we should have to re-read all the dis- 
cussions in Supply during the session. 
But the question cannot be settled in 
that off-hand way. The speeches that 
are made in opposition to Votes are not 
always confined to one side of the House ; 
sometimes the right hon. Gentleman’s 
friends are quite as overwhelming, and 
even more so, than we are. So I do not 
think that the right hon. Gentleman 
has altogether made out a case for the 
complete success of his rule. But the 
great objection to the rule, and the great 
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difficulty, is the necessity that is now! 
laid before us for to-morrow—that is to 
say, this process, which is called the 
guillotine, which cuts down and reduces 
the whole proceeding to a travesty of the 
business of Parliament. I am glad to 
say that I have never yet taken part in 
that operation, so that I cannot speak | 
from personal knowledge. I have seen 
it stated in the newspapers that every 
Vote this year is going to be challenged 
and divided upon. I should like to know 
on what authority that statement is 
made. It has never been so, and we 
cannot assume it is to be so now. If it 
was, I confess I think it would be an 
abuse of the forms of the House. But 
now the right hon. Gentleman has a 
proposal to reduce the number of divi- 
sions that may be taken by dealing with 
the Votes in classes. He quotes, as some 
justification for that proposal, the case of 
a Vote which contained a great number 
of sub-heads, but each one of these sub- 
heads may be challenged separately and 
a division taken upon them. But now 
they are to be lumped together in so 
many classes, and the individual Member 
of the House thereupon loses the oppor- 
tunity, which every Member ought to 
have, and always has had, of expressing 
his opinion by his vote upon each of 
these Votes in Supply. I will take the 
Seotch Votes. Supposing any Scotch 
Member has a particular objection to 
one of these Votes—he could only express 
it under this rule by voting against the 
whole of the Scotch Votes. It is an 
interference so fundamental, as it seems 
to me, with the rights of members that 
I cannot bring myself to support it. 
It would deprive the Members of the 
House of an immemorial right. I admit 
to the full that the present system is bad ; 
it leads to unpleasant results at the end 
of the session, and if we are to continue 
this mode of dealing with Supply some 
method must be invented of getting over 
that difficulty. I should hope that 
before another session the right hon. 
Gentleman will consider the matter, and 
come forward at the beginning of next 
session with a proposal to deal with it. 
Let me suggest another matter to him, 
which I know he has fully in view himself, 
which also requires immediate treatment, 
as it seems to me, and that is the en- 


croachment made by private business 
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upon the time of the House. [Hear, 
hear.] I trust that next year the right 
hon. Gentleman will be prepared to make 
some proposal on that subject. With 
regard to the present proposal, I should 
not like to lose any chance of making our 
proceedings more businesslike, but I 
cannot take any responsibility for setting 
up again a system which, although it 
was well intended—that is the unkindest 
thing, perhaps, I could say; I will with- 
draw the expression ‘‘ well intended ” 
and will say “ well designed ”—although 
it was in the main well designed, and 
although it was a system which I, for 
my part, wished to succeed when it was 
introduced, I do not think it has sue- 
ceeded, and I think it required some 
different modification from that which 
the right hon. Gentleman proposes before 
it can work with efficiency. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 


rose to continue the debate. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I ought to remind 
the hon. Member that if he speaks now 
he will not be able to move the Amend- 
ment which, I see, he has upon the 
Paper. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he was 
obliged for that intimation, but he did 
not propose to move the Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON reminded the Speaker 
that in a ruling he gave in February, 
1899, he said— 


* The practice on several occasions has been 
to allow a general discussion upon a new 
Standing Order, and so far to relax the rule 
which prevails when J am in the chair as to 


allow hon. members to take part in that 
discussion, and also to move or to second 
Amendments.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I well remember the 
occasion, and the hon. Member has read 
words which, as reported, had reference 
to debates on Standing Orders, though 


he was asking at the time about the Order 


for dealing with the whole conduct of 


‘Supply during the ensuing session, and 


in the debate upon that Order hon. 
Members were allowed to speak more 
than once, subject to certain limitations 
which I named. ‘When the new code 
of Standing Orders was introduced 
in 1885, Mr. Speaker Peel allowed, on 
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that special occasion, that there should 
be a general debate first, followed by 
Amendments. 
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case either of Standing Orders or of a| 
laying down a rule for the government | 


of the Supply business of the House 


during the session ; it is the case of an| 


emergency motion, rather in the nature 
of the motion moved some little time ago 
by which the Government took the time 
of the House for the remainder of the 


session, and directed me to adjourn the | 
House when the Government business | 


is disposed of. There is no reason what- 
ever why it should be exempted from the 
general rule. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I may be 
allowed perhaps to say with what gratifi- 


cation I heard the declaration of the right | 


hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- 


sition that in this matter he is determined | 


to oppose the resolution, and the right 


hon. Gentleman, in taking that course, | 


I am convinced, has taken the course 
best caleulated to benefit the House of 
Commons as a whole in the future. It is 
particularly gratifying to us, who have 
been opposed to all these motions in the 
past, to find that on this occasion there 


will be a united opposition to this resolu- | 


tion. I regard the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House 
as a fitting termination to his career of 
blundering mismanagement this session. 
There has never been a session in which 
the Government had such advantages 
as that opened by the existing adminis- 
tration. There never was a sess‘on when 
the Government had such large powers, 
such a large majority, and such complete 
control over the time of the House, and 
vet it is true that there has certainly 
never been in the memory of the Mem- 
bers of this House any session in which 
there has been so little legislative result 
on the one side and such an accumulation 
of undiseussed Supply on th» other. 1 
was not impressed or convinced at all by 
the speech of the Leader of the House. 
First of all, I do not understand why in 
the closing hours of the session he has 
thought it necessary to propose a new 
rule of this kind, of such far-reaching im- 
portance. Jf it was necessary that the 
House should set itself the task of re- 
modelling the Supply rules, that certainly 
ought to be done at the commencement 


Mr, Speaker. 


{COMMONS} 


| of the session, with plenty of opportunity 


This, however, is not a} 
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given for consideration and discussion. 
The right hon. Gentleman, in the com- 
mencement of his speech, put forward 
as a justification for intervening with 
this motion at this period of the session 
that he anticipated that to-morrow and 
| next day there would be ninety-eight or 
|one hundred divisions. What right has 
the right hon. Gentleman to anticipate 
any such thing? I have seen paragraphs 
in certain newspapers stating that it is 
the intention of my colleagues and myself 
to vote indiscriminately against every 
Vote that comes up to-morrow and the 
next day, but those paragraphs are quite 
unauthorised. We should never be 
guilty of the stupidity of voting indis- 
'criminately against every Vote. Let me 
point to what has occurred in the past. 
This guillotining of Supply was first in- 
stituted in 1896, and every year since 
| then there have been a large number of 
Votes left over for the guillotining process 
at the end of the session. Last session 
there were something like fifty Votes left 
over, and the opportunity existed just 
as much then as it does now. There is 
practically no difference. If the object 
was, as the right hon. Gentleman seems 
to imagine, to bring contempt and ridi- 
cule upon the House of Commons and on 
Parliamentary usages generally, it could 
have been carried out last year on fifty 
Votes just as well as it could this year 
on ninety ; but, as a matter of fact, there 
were only six or seven divisions taken, 
and never since this rule has been made 
has there been any attempt by the Irish 
Members to take indiscriminate divisions 
even on the Irish Votes which remain over 
for decision. There are certain Votes 
on which it would be ridiculous and im- 
possible for us to divide, and, as there have 
been in other years, there would have 
been a selection of Votes by us, Votes 
upon which we had a strong opinion, 
and on those we should divide, and the 
others would be allowed to pass without 
dividing, and therefore the only justifi- 
cation of the right hon. Gentleman for 
bringing in this proposal falls absolutely 
to the ground. It is poor statesmanship 
and poor leadership, if I may say so, to 
base a proposal for altering the rules of 
procedure of the House of Commons upon 
the flimsy contention that the right hon. 
Gentleman fears that advantage would 
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be taken upon such an occasion to force 
a division on a Vote. 


I am persuaded that the passing of 
this rule would be fatal to the House 
and fatal to the rights of private Members. 
In 1896, when the rule was proposed, it 
was discussed from every point of view at 
considerable length, and the right hon. 
Gentleman then said that the object of 
Supply was to diminish the Estimates. 
That is not the object, and no such 
object is directly possible. The im- 
portance of Supply is that it gives the 
House an opportunity to criticise the 
Government and keep the Government 
in check in the administration of the 
country. The right hon. Gentleman 
moved this rule for that purpose, because 
he said ‘‘ the object of the rule was not to 
diminish the rights of private Members 
but to increase them.” The operation 
of this rule in the case of Ireland is to 
absolutely remove from discussion every 
one of the rights of Irish Members to 
discuss the administration of our country. 
We are deprived of every opportunity 
of criticising the Government or con- 
trolling the administration in any way. 
The right hon. Gentleman in 1896 went 
on to say that this rnle would improve 
the discussion and increase the oppor- 
tunity of the debates. It cannot be 


denied that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s predictions have not been 
fulfilled. It has not increased the 


opportunities of private Members, it 
has not enhanced the tone of debate, 
and it has not added to the control 
the House of Commons ought to have 
over the administration of the country. 
The right hon. Gentleman in 1896 gave 
a promise that he would give us four 
days of the twenty allotted for Supply, 
and as a matter of fact he did give us 
four days in the first year, but not 
afterwards. That is a small matter, 
because four days are just as inadequate 
as three, but I mention that point to 
show that from an Irish point of view 
we have been deprived of what we were 
promised when the rule was suggested. 

How does Supply stand at this 
period of the session? Three days 
have been taken by Irish Supply. No 
one can allege that those three days 
have been improperly used. They were 
used for the discussion of matters of 
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not discussed at undue length. One of 
them, which was disposed of in a few 
hours, was the Vote for the Land Judges’ 
Courts in Ireland, a question of the 
utmost importance, which could properly 
have been discussed for the whole night ; 
it was only discussed half the night, anc 
the rest of the time was occupied in 
discussing the Chief Secretary’s Depart- 
ment. No one will suggest that half a 
night is too much for that. Another 
night was taken up in discussing the 
Board of Education, and the resignation 
of one of the best known members of 
that board. The next evening was 
taken up with the Vote for the law 
officers of Ireland, which involved the 
whole question of jury packing. ‘Those 
three nights were certainly not wasted, 


House (Supply). 


but we are left without any oppor- 
tunity of discussing the whole 
body of Irish Supply. All the 


great public departments in Ireland, 
the Local Government Board, the 
Board of Public Works—I need not 
name them all—all the great public 
departments are now, under this rule, 
left without any discussion whatever, 
and if this new rule is passed it will come 
to this, that not only are we forbidden 
to discuss any of these great public 
departments, but we cannot record 
a vote against a particular department 
unless we vote against all the Votes. 
A greater absurdity could not possibly be 
proposed. 

I think that in bringing forward 
this rule the right hon. Gentleman has 
really been guilty of something which 
amounts very closely to a breach of a 
parliamentary pledge. In 1896 this 
question of the possibility of prolonged 
proceedings and continuous divisions 
was discussed. It was resisted by the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, who 
pointed out that under the words of the 
rule it would be possible to have 100 
divisions. Then the Leader of the House 
said that that was not his interpretation 
of the rule ; that his desire and idea was 
that there should be a sort of closure 
by compartments. He thought appar- 
entlythat that was provided for under the 
rule, but it became evident to him that 
that was not so in the rule as proposed. 
Then there came from every side of the 
House a strong opinion that there should 


the gravest importanee, which were| not be this closure by compartments, 
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closure by compartments; but he had 
to go further than that, he had to give 
a pledge that he would not propose 
any resolution for closure by compart- 
ments. It was suggested to him that 
the House should walk circumspectly 
in this matter, and should take no hasty 
step, and finally on the last day, in 
order to get the rule passed, he made a 
concession. The right hon. Gentleman 
on that occasion said— 

“ But I will make even a further concession 
to hon. gentlemen rather than spend the rest 
of the night in a wrangle. . . . I will go the 
length of saying that if the rule is passed in 
its present shape, and further investigation 
sbows, as I believe it will show, that under 
this rule it will be possible for such an arrange- | 
ment to be made on the Estimates that they 
shall be put in one Vote, that shall be investi- | 
gated by a Select Committee, and the House | 
shall not be asked finally to allow that course 
to be taken by the Government until they | 
have a further opportunity of discussing it.” 


Upon this understanding the Amend- 
ment before the House was withdrawn. 
Now I must guard myself against any 
desire to push this too far. I do not 
want to be guilty of the slightest un- 
fairness to the right hon. Gentleman. 
His idea was that experience showed him 
that some such rule as he was proposing 
then was necessary. He now says it 
is necessary, but on that occasion he 
went further, and said that if experience 
showed that it was necessary he would 
submit the rule to a Select Committee 
of the House before he adopted it. He 
has not done that. His proposal to 
day is in direct violation of the pledge 
upon which he got that resolution 
passed on the 27th of February, 1896, 
and for that reason, if for no other, the 


House ought to resist this resolution. | 


IT should be curious to hear from the 
right hon. Gentleman his defence on | 
this point. 


{COMMONS} 


and finally the right hon. Gentleman | 
came to this position, that he had to} 
give up his rule as drawn, amounting to | 
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refresh his memory by reading two or 
three preceding pages of the debate, 
because he found the words h>? then 
moved did not give this power, and then 
said, “ Well, I will give this pledge.” 
That has not been done, and I submit to 
the right hon. Gentleman that that 
ought to be a bar to his action on this 
occasion. 

Let me put one other consideration 
shortly before the House. The closure 
rule is in itself, I think, a great evil, and 
it is an evil that grows with practice. 
When it was first used it was only used 


House (Supply). 


for exceptional cases, but the House has 


got used to it, and it is used oftener, and 
year by year this tendency goes on. 
In the present session it-has been applied 
twice as frequently as last year. 
But I wish to make this distinction— 
closure, after all, is subject to certain 
safeguards ; it cannot be applied without 


| the consent of the Speaker or the Chair- 


man, and it cannot be applied in a House 
of forty Members or in a House where 
the majority in the “ Aye ” lobby is less 
than 100; but under this rule that 
ceases altogether, closure is to be applied 
indiscriminately, whatever the opinion 
of the Speaker or Chairman may be. 
The House has no veto, and there is no 
limit as to the number of the majority. 
Is it not absurd that in order to closure 
some trumpery measure it is necessary 
to obtain the sanction of the Speaker or 
the Chairman and have a majority of 
100 Members in the “Aye * lobby, but 
in order to closure millions of Supply it is 
not necessary to have either one or the 
other 7 So that while it cannot be applied 
to trumpery measures without these 
restrictions, it can be made use of in 
the case of millions of Supply in a 
House of forty Members. When we 
are asked to pass this rule through the 
House to prevent the degradation of the 
House of Commons, I say the passing of 


the rule brings degradation not only to 


'the House of Commons, but parliamen- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Will the hon. 
Gentleman give me the reference to} 
that pledge 2 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: February 
27, 1896. The passage I have read is 
from page 1336 of Jlansard, Fourth | 
Series, Volume 44, but it would be! 
well if the right hon. Gentleman would 


Mr. John Redmond. 


tary institutions generally. 

I know this rule is directed against the 
Irish Members, and I say that from that 
point of view it is unnecessary; but [ want 
to point out in conclusion a consideration 
which I have put before the House often 
before, and which I must go on putting 
before it on every occasion which [| think 
may call for it. Undoubtedly the House 
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of Commons has broken down this 
session; it has broken down more 
glaringly than ever it has done before— 
no one will deny that, but I believe it 
is utterly childish for anybody to 
maintain that that breakdown is due to 
the action of the Irish members in this 
House. I do not want to push this too 
far. [Ministerial laughter.] I would 
like to address myself to thoughtful men 
who have had some experience of the 
House of Commons and can look at this 
matter seriously. These are not trifling 
matters, but matters which affect all 
Parliaments. I admit that the presence 
of Irish Members in this House is and 
must always be under the present system 


a source of embarrassment and trouble, | 


but that is the price you must pay 
for forcing upon Ireland a_ system 
which is unsuitable to the circum- 
stances, and which is resented by the 
people. So long asthe Irish Members are 
a compact body of men not animated by 
those sentiments of veneration for the 
dignity of this assembly which animate 
the breasts of English Members, and 
direct their attention solely to what they 
regard as the interests of their own 
country distinct from the interests of the 
House of Commons and the Empire as 
a whole, and so long as self-government 
is denied to Ireland, of course the pre- 
sence of the Irish Members tends towards 
the block of business and the disarrange- 
ment of Government plans, and is a 
constant source of trouble, difficulty, and 
danger. Of course to that extent they 
are responsible, but it is utterly childish 
to suppose that this is the be-all and 
end-all of the whole meaning of the 


breakdown of the parliamentary ma-| 


chine. It is nothing of the kind. The 
breakdown is due to the fact that 
the Government is overworking the 
machine. The whole character of the 
work of the House has necessarily 
changed in the last half-century. The 
right hon. Gentleman quoted the figures 
of Supply in 1861 and 1871, but the 
whole conditions of life have changed 
since then. While it was possible for the 
House in 1861 and 1871 to transact the 
business with comparative ease, it is 
utterly impossible for the House, even 
if an Irish Member never opened his lips, 
to carry out successfully the work forced 
upon it now. The trouble is far more 
deep-seated than Members think. For 
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| the last fifteen years this block of business 
| has become more observable every year, 
and every year quack doctors come for- 
| ward to submit all kinds of nostrums. 
You have had new rules almost every 
| year; you have taken away the time of 
| private Members; you have destroyed 
all the privileges of private Members ; 
you have :dded to your rules of pro- 
cedure new Supply rules, and another 
new rule this afternoon ; yet, instead of 
the evil diminishing, it is growing in 
volume and intensity. The evil is deep- 
| seated, and it cannot be got rid of by any 
new rules which the most in» nious 
Minister who has ever lived could frame. 
| It is not the nature of things. 


House (Supply). 


The House is performing the duty 


of three or four local Parliamcnts 
in addition to that of a great Im- 


perial assembly. Let us consider the 
| position of Great Britain and America. 
|America has between forty and fifty 
different legislatures, and in addition 
there is the great Congress sitting in 
| Washington. Each of these local legis- 
latures has ample work in managing 
local affairs, and Congress is occupied in 
considering Imperial interests. But the 
House of Commons, sitting with the 
twelve o'clock rule, is supposed to be able 
to do the work that is done in the United 
States by twenty or thirty legislatures and 
Congress in Washington. The attempt 
|is impossible, and it has never succeeded 
in the history of the world. It cannot 
be done. If this rule is passed it will not 
help the Government in the slightest 
degree. On the contrary, it will injure 
the House by bringing further discredit 
and degradation upon it. One of the 
/common accusations made against the 
| Irish Members is that their one object is 
'to degrade and injure the House of 
/'Commons. I am not such a hypocrite 
'as to pretend that if in the process of 
|holding the Irish Members at West- 
'minster by force hon. Members injure 
‘their own Parliament I am sorry for it. 
| If the House suffers in reputation and 
efficiency it is not in human nature that 
the Irish Members should grieve very 
'much over it. But I look at this ques- 
‘tion from a broader point of view. I 
believe in representative institutions, 
and that Ireland’s hope in the future 
‘rests on the success of representative 


institutions in her own land. I for one 
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have never been in favour of discrediting | 
or destroying representative institutions. | 
I desire that they should be given to'| 
Ireland, and therefore I do not favour 
action which has solely for its object the 
attacking of representative institutions 
anywhere. The Irish Members are mis- 
understood in this matter. The Irish 
Members are at Westminster against | 
their will; they are present, as they 
believe, temporarily. They desire to 
go back to their own country and to sit | 
there in a free Parliament of the Irish | 
people. They believe that it will ‘be a| 
Parliament in which toleration, wisdom, | 
and efficiency will combine, and if in the | 
meantime the House finds their presence | 
at Westminster irksome, that their action | 
disarranges plans, it is unwise to be im- | 
patient. As wise, sensible men, devoted | 
to parliamentary institutions, the desire | 
of the House ought to be to get to the| 
bottom of the mischief, and not simply | 
to legislate from day to day by these | 
hand-to-mouth measures. The House | 
ought to recognise that these things | 
do not touch the seat of the disease, and | 
it ought to make up its mind that the | 
only safety of the House for the future, | 
and the only safety of representative 
institutions, is to be found in such a! 
system of devolution as will enable Ire- 
land to manage its own business, and to 
trouble the House no more with what 
has been called the Irish spectre on the 
floor of the House of Commons. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- | 
mouthshire, W.): If there is one man in | 
the House who is bound not to support 
this motion it is myself. In 1896, when 
this rule was first under discussion, I 
had the responsibility of being Leader 
of the Opposition, and in that capacity 
I made an appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman, who was then, as now, the 
Leader of the House, and he responded 
to that appeal by an answer which | 
obtained the passage of this rule in the | 
House of Commons. I asked the Leader | 
of the House this— 





“T observe that the question is now raised | 
somewhat unexpectedly, and the matter is one 
requiring further investigation.” 

—that is, the question of taking the 
Votes en bloc. 


“It was not a mere question of eonvenience, 
but one of constitutional gravity. It concerned 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 
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the separation of the Votes, the right of the 
House to vote separately on each question, 
and was a matter of profound importance 
which went to the very root of the principle of 
the control of tle House of Commons over the 
expenditure of public money. The Leader of 
the House had agreed that the question and 
the manner in which it should be dealt with 
should be reserved for mature discussion. The 
words were to be treated as doubtless and 
ambiguous, but in the future steps would be 
taken to make them clear. On the under- 
standing that this would be done he sug- 


House (Supply). 


| gested that the Opposition might leave the 


matter.” 


It was in reply to that demand that the 
right hon. Gentleman made the state- 
ment which the hon. Member for Water- 
ford read to the House. We had yester- 
day some rather heated discussions 
upon pledges given by a member of the 
Government, and if ever there was a 
ledge, a pledge more strong than 
another, it was the pledge given by the 
Leader of the House upon the demand of 
the Leader of the Opposition that the 
thing which is now asked of us should 
not be done. [Mr. Batrour dissented.]| 
I have here the Report showing that it 
was a pledge. It was a pledge that this 
thing should not be sprung upon the 
House at forty-eight hours notice—no, 
twenty-four hours notice—that it should 
not be done without mature considera- 
tion by a Committee of this House. It 
is now sprung on us on a Wednesday 
afternoon at twenty-four hours notice. 
That is not the way to conduct the business 
of the House of Commons ; that is not 
the way to lead the House of Commons; 
and if business is to be dealt with on that 
footing and in matters of this supreme 
importance, of constitutional importance, 
an importance which it is impossible to 
exaggerate, how can you wonder that the 
House of Commons is in a state of chaos, 
and that a confession of impotence is 
made by the right hon. Gentleman such 
as no man has ever made before ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
such confession. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is it 
not a confession of impotence that of 
| 150 votes 100 have not been discussed, 
'and that Members are not allowed even 
| the opportunity of recording their votes 
(on them? I will explain what I mean 


I, made no 


| by the'impotence"of the House of Com- 


| mons, and I am afraid it goes a great deal 
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further than the Votes in Supply. What 
has been the history of the session ? 
What has become of the interests of the 
people ,of this country? What has 


Business of the 


become of all the measures that were | 
indicated in the speech from the Throne, | 
though they were few enough, and what | 


has been done for the people at home ! 


Among the many disasters of this war | 
the demoralisation of the, 


has been 
House of Commons ; but, Sir, I protest 
against rules being made on this footing, 


and upon pledges of this kind being | 


suddenly and hastily changed in a session 
which is an exceptional session. Nobody 
can doubt that this war has dislocated 
the business of this House in a degree 
which could not have been anticipated, 
and which everybody hopes will not recur. 
Then we have this panic proposal, 
founded on a state of things which we 
have on the assurance}jof the hon. 
Member for Waterford—whose remarks 
at the conclusion of his speech are deeply 


deserving of consideration in the future | 


of the House of Commons and the 


government of this country—does not | 


exist. He has told us that all these 
foolish terrors are utterly unfounded, 
and yet you have come forward with 


this crude, immature, and I am bound to | 


say, in my opinion, improper proposal, 
founded, I will not say on the fears of the 
brave, but on the follies of the wise, 


This was a thing which was foreseen | 
oD 


at the time by my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition, who in that 
very debate spoke before me. Here is 
the extract from Hansard— 


“Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman thought 
the First Lord of the Treasury had not fully 
appreciated all the bearings of the question. 
Their contention was that the closure of Supply 
en bloc was contrary to the terms of the resolu- 
tion. That appeared from the use of the word 
‘ every,’ which by no possible twisting of the 
English language could be applied to two 
motions. A proper word in the case of two 
motions would be ‘both.’ But to put a large 
number of Votes en bloc was to run directly 
counter to the whole tendency and intention 
of Parliament in recent years, which had been 
to increase and multiply the opportunities for 
the House to express its opinion by splitting up 
the Estimates into a larger number of Votes 
than existed in them before. He was frien ly 
to the proposal of the Government and did .ot 
object to the automatic closure in Suj-’ , as 
proposed. The right hon. Gentlem: 
Leader of the House, he feared, might have ven 
a little misled by the terms raised by certain 
hon. members. They had heard, for instance, 
of the 148 Votes being all put in succession on 
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| the fatal night when all Supply was to be passed. 
| Did any, hon. member think that every Vote 
would be put, as implied? There were a large 
number of Votes which would not have a single 
dissentient.” 


House (Supply). 


This proposal of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, with all its arithmetical suggestions 
of minutes and hours and the whole 
| constitutional principle involved in this 
proposal, rests upon these idle fears. 
Well, Sir, I protest against a settlement 
‘of this question being overthrown by 
any anticipations of that kind. We 
received an assurance from the hon. 
Member for Waterford that nothing of 
the kind is contemplated. I for one 
would accept that assurance, and I think 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to accept 
jit. If that is the foundation of the pre- 
| posal I cannot myself agree that what 
| I regard as a pledge given to my regret 
by the Leader of the House of Commons 
| can be departed from in this—what shall 
| | say 7—well, helter-skelter way. I think 
| there is no justification for this proposal 
without opportunities being given to the 
House to consider it maturely. I for 
one, if only one, will resist the proposal, 
| which is in violation of the rights, the 
few rights that still remain, to private 
Members of recording their opinions of 
the expenditure of public money paid by 
'the British taxpayers by voting against 
a particular proposal. If the Votes are 


taken en bloc it destroys all that. The 
right hon. Gentleman talked about 


sub-heads, but it is the essence of sub- 
heads that you could vote against them. 
If you closure the Votes in Supply you 
deliberately reserve the right of an hon. 
Member to vote against a particular pro- 
posal, but if this rule passes that right is 
‘lost. This is a very serious matter, and 
I venture to say, after what passed in 
1896, if the House of Commons agrees 
| to a suggestion of this character it will 
|in my opinion have done more to destroy 
| its reputation in the estination of the 
country than any other course we could 
possibly have adopted. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): As I was the first Member to lay 
before the House proposals for allotting 
one day a week for Supply, and _pro- 
viding for the distribution of the time 
thus allotted, I may be allowed to 
say a few words on this question. The 
issue that has been raised in the inte- 
‘resting speech of the hon. Member for 
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Waterford, and so forcibly and un-{ 
answerably urged upon the consideration | 
of the right hon. Gentleman by my right 
hon. friend the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, is the necessity of his carry- | 
ing out what appears to have been a! 
perfectly definite pledge given by the| 
First Lord to the House in 1896, | 
when this closure rule was first intro- 
duced. I do not propose to go further 
than to record my adhesion to what has 
fallen from my right hon. friend, and to 
express my opinion as a member of this 
House that it will indeed be a grave 
matter and a blot on our proceedings, 
and a grave error on the part of the 
Leader of the House himself, if he 
leaves the position as it is. The proposal 
is a proposal of great gravity in its con- 
stitutional aspect. Nobody can doubt 
that the proposed modification of the | 
rule is a very serious interference with 
the right of members of this House to 
express their opinion by vote upon any 
Vote before the House, even where they 
are deprived of the opportunity of 
discussion. I make an appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider this 
matter. In dealing with this question, 
he has asked the House whether there 
has been awarded sufficient time for 
Supply, and whether that time has 
been effectively and usefully em- 
ployed by the House of Commons. 
Whether or not we consider too much 
time has been allotted to Supply, no one 
can doubt that the right hon. Gentleman 
is absolutely right in saying that this 
time has not been employed in the most 
useful or satisfactory manner. I agree 
absolutely with the right hon. Gentle- 
man when he says that proceedings such 
as he appeared to think were threatened 
for to-morrow and the succeeding day 
would be not creditable in the view of 
the country. But what is discreditable | 
is the fact that two-thirds of the Votes 
of Supply remain to be decided by the 
process of the guillotine. The right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to consider that the 
only remedy was the closure, and he drew 
a gloomy picture of twenty-two days 
out of twenty-three being occupied by 
divisions on the closure and the con- 
sequential divisions in the discussion of 
Supply. That was an obvious arithmetical 
fallacy into which I need not enter. In| 
the manner the right hon. Gentleman has | 


Mr. Channing. | 
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dealt with this question I am amazed at 
his lack of knowledge of human nature 
and his failure to recognise what is con- 
stantly going on in the House of Com- 
mons when parties are trying to under- 
stand each other, and by a process of 
give and take to arrive at a decision. 
One of the greatest evils with regard 


House (Supply). 


to the working of the rule has been 


the result of the indifference with 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
treated the whole question of Supply. 
He has told us that his function with 
regard to the distribution of the time 
given to Supply has been to choose the 
Vote most prominent in the minds of 
hon. Members, to place it first on the 
Order Paper, and then to let loose “* the 
whole pack,” whatever that may be— 
whether the Irish members, his own 
supporters, or members of the Opposition 
—to discuss that particular topic for the 
whole night without any restraint what- 
ever. It is an absolute fallacy to suppose 
there is no remedy but the closure. By 
consulting various sections of the House, 
ascertaining the subjects which really 
excited interest, and then making sug- 


gestions at the beginning of these 
evenings of Supply, the right hon. 


Gentleman could often obtain room for 
two or three subjects, instead of only one, 


'to be discussed in the course of the 


sitting. I am much in sympathy with 
the suggestion the Leader of the House 
has repeatedly made—it was a suggestion 
I myself placed on the Paper many years 
ago—that a Committee, in form, status, 
and weight of authority somewhat 
analogous to the Committee of Selection, 
should be appointed to allocate approxi- 
mately the distribution of the time de- 
voted to Supply to questions really deserv- 
ing discussion. In supporting that pro- 
posal the right hon. Gentleman has shown 
a more practical idea of leading the House 
than is often the case with him. I do 
not, however, agree that that Committee 
should be so constituted as to have upon 
it a majority of representatives of the 
Opposition. The question of Supply 
should not be looked upon as a party 
matter. In my opinion the composition 
of such a Committee should follow the 
usual lines, the Government having the 
customary majority therein, the main 
object being to secure the representation 
of all sections. 
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To the resolution now before the House | 
I object most -trongly. It is an aggrava-| 
tion of the closure rule. When I) 
many years ago placed my own pro-| 
posal on the Paper it certainly was not) 
associated with any suggestion of the! 
closure. My idea was rather that the’ 
matter should be arranged by the ordi- 
nary common-sense procedure which 
used to govern the House in happier days. 
The proposal we are now discussing is a 
very grave one. I do not wish to speak 
too harshly of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
conduct of affairs during this session, but 
I do think it has been a little slack. 
There is a very serious danger in letting 
these questions of Supply run on for 
ever without coming to a definite 
conclusion at the time, with nobody 
really caring what the issue may be. 
The time of the House is thus wasted, | 
definite conclusions are not arrived 
at, and the real decisions are obtained | 
by this closure vote at the end of the 
session. That ought to be obviated. | 
The Government is, to a large extent, 
responsible for the singular position in 
which we are placed. That we should 
be not only unable to discuss, but also 
deprived of our right to vote on questions 
of Supply, is a very grave scandal, and [| 
hope before the debate is concluded we 
shall find in the right hon. Gentleman a 
recognition not only of the spirit of the 
pledge which he gave in 1896, but also 
of the broader aspects of this question. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): The case 
against this motion has been put com-, 
pletely by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford, backed up by the right hon. Gentle- 
man for West Monmouthshire, and I 
should be glad to hear the defence of 
the Leader of the House to the charge 
that, in bringing forward this resolution, 
he is violating a pledge given to the 
House in 1896. What, after all, does the 
right hon. Gentleman expect to gain 
by this motion? How much time will 
he save? It has been said that a news- 
paper paragraph has stated that the 
Nationalist members are going to divide 
the House on every one of the ninety 
outstanding Votes in Supply. If the 
right hon. Gentleman believed that 
paragraph he is capable of believing | 
anything. His experience of the Nation- | 
alist members ought to have told him | 
that, whatever charge may be brought | 
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against us, we cannot be charged with 
stupidity. It certainly would be very 
stupid on our part to vote against Esti- 
mates of which we are in favour. We 
wish to get away from the House just 
as much as hon. Members opposite. 
Alluring -voices are calling to us from 
the mountains and moors of Ireland, 
the summer is waning, and we would 
much rather be on the green shores of 
Erin than on the green benches of 
the House of Commons. How much 
time is the right hon. Gentleman 
going to save? If the resolution is 
passed, I suppose we shall feel bound, 
as a protest against this action of the 
Government, to vote on every oppor- 
tunity which presented itself. Experi- 
ence ought surely to have taught 
Ministers that Irishmen are never struck 
at without knowing how to hit back. 
A certain amount of time may be saved 
on Supply by this resolution, but there 


' will still be other Government business 


to be transacted ; and if we choose in 
connection with all remaining business 
to take such opportunities as are open 
to us, the right hon. Gentleman, not- 
withstanding his closure, will lose even- 
tually much more time than he gains. 
He, therefore, can take his choice. He 
has no right to assume the truth of 
newspaper paragraphs about the Irish 
party. We do not consult the right hon. 
Gentleman any more than he consults 
us. We do not tell him what we are 
going to do, but we probably find it 
easier to ascertain what he intends 
doing than he finds it to discover our 
intentions. 


It has 
the session has been wasted. 


been said that the time of 
I would 


| point out that owing to the war a very 


large portion of the session has inevitably 
been consumed in dealing with questions 
arising out of the war, independently of 
the Estimates. The session has not been 
wasted. On the contrary, the work 
has been done fairly well so far as there 
has been any work to do. The right 
hon. Gentleman has not troubled us 
with much legislation. Why, therefore, 
is he now in such a tremendous hurry ? 
Why, for the sake of one day is he going 
to strike at the constitutional practice of 
the House? From the point of view of 
Parliamentary institutions alone this 
motion is a most dangerous one. After 
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an absence of some years from the| 
House of Commons I have been astonished | 
on my return to find that practically | 
this assembly has become a mere machine 
for registering the decisions of Ministers. | 
Private members’ rights are gone, and 
their power seems to have disappeared. | 
In fact, the only people, other than the | 
Government, who appear to have any | 
power in the House are the Irish party. 
No doubt we have given a little trouble 
at times, and will probably give more. | 
Why does not the Leader of the House | 
propose that all the Votes should be 
taken en bloc at 10 o’clock? He might 
just as well do that as take the course he 
now proposes. I suppose the proposition 
has been put in its present form to make 
a pretence that some right of discussion 
is left to us, but no such right really 
exists. As far as we are concerned, we 
always know how to pay the Government 
back when attacks are made upon our 
rights and privileges. It is for the 
House of Commons to take care that 
in allowing the Government to strike 
at us it is not allowing its own liberties 
to be stricken down. In the struggle 
for emancipation, in the struggle for 
reform, in the struggle for agrarian 
legislation, Irishmen have led the van. 
No single reform by which the working 
classes have benefited has been or could 
have been carried in this country during 
the last fifty years without the assistance 
of Irish votes. It is therefore very 
ungrateful on the part of Englishmen, 
because we have now and then given 
a little trouble, to come down and strike 
at us as they are doing by supporting 
this resolution. However, as I have 
said, Irishmen can hit back. They have, 
been accustomed to pay blow for blow 
for many a year, and, please God, they 
will never lose the strength of their arm. 
By the course he is now taking the 
Leader of the House is doing more 
damage to the House of Commons and to 
Parliamentary institutions that he evi- 
dently imagines. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): The 
motion seems to me to mark another 
epoch in the process by which the 
constitution of the country and the 
rights of the House are being altered. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the House has put the case very strongly 


Mr. Leamy. 
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/ought not to be put. 
'the duty of the House, and of course of 


_ Service 
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against the system under which, but 
for this resolution, the House would be 
called on to-morrow and Friday to vote 
upon the remainder of Supply. I admit 
that that case, if all the outstanding Votes 
were divided against, is a very strong 
one. To votein that way would certainly 
expose the House of Commons to ridicule 
—and perhaps to deserved ridicule— 
but it is a position into which the House 
It is absolutely 


the Government leading the House, 


to endeavour to devise something which 


should relieve us from the ridicule and 
absurdity involved in such a system. 
The remedy proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman strikes at the root of the 
responsibility and control of Parliament 
for and over the expenditure of the 
country. It forces us to give an apparent 
approval to Votes of which we may really 
disapprove. The very foundation of the 
control of the House over the executive 
Government of the country, the very 
method by which the power of the House 
has been built up from the thirteenth 
century down to the present time, 
is the control of the House of Commons 
over Supply. Everyone can see that 
it is in the control of the House of 
Commons over expenditure that the 
very citadel and fortress of our liberties 
consist, and the history of the growth 
of that power is the history of the growth 
of the British constitution. That power 
cannot be more palpably or conspicu- 
ously reduced than by the proposal before 
the House. Ifa Vote is brought forward 
on Thursday—say the Civil Service 
Estimates—and I object to any item 
therein, what are the alternatives before 
me ? Either I must vote for something 
of which I entirely disapprove, or I must 
vote against the whole of the Civil 
Estimates, and appear on 
the records of this House as having 
objected to the carrying on of the govern- 
ment of the country. Such alterna- 
tives show the absurdity of the present 
position. Hon. Members whose experi- 
ence goes back, as mine does, to 1880, 
will agree with me when I say that in the 
course of the last few years the character 
of the House of Commons, and therewith 


' the character of the British constitution, 


of which the House of Commons is the 
central point, has very greatly changed. 
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Therewith also the control of the House | tion cannot for a moment be supported by 
over the Executive has very greatly argument such as was used by the First 
declined. I am far from blaming the Lord of the Treasury in support of his 
right hon. Gentleman who has been last revolutionary motion, when he 
Leader of the House for the greater part lumped together the Supplementary 
of that period for all that has happened. Civil Service Estimates namely, that 
Everybody who occupies his position he was under the obligation to observe 
is and must be largely the victim of the law with regard to the financial 
circumstances. Iam sure the right hon. business of the session, and that it 
Gentleman regrets as much as anybody would be impossible for him to observe 
that there should be this change in the |that law unless some such step was 
character of the House, or of its position taken. Now I say that when the proce- 
in the constitution, and in the constitu- | dure of the House—based upon precedent 
tion itself, and that the despotism of the | extending, I suppose, over two centuries— 
Executive—a despotism which necessarily is to be revolutionised in a most vital 
diminishes the sense of responsibility | particular, and in the most wholesale 
to the country—should be increasing. | fashion, on twenty-four hours notice, 
There have been forces at work which without due consideration, and for no 
are carrying the country in that direc- other purpose except to avoid the danger 
tion, and I am sorry to say that Ithink of Ministers having to sit up two nights, 
those forces are working for evil. The it shows a levity in dealing with this 
process we have watched for the last! House which is perfectly appalling. 
twenty years has been in the main a The only ground that the right hon. 
deplorable and unfortunate process, which Gentleman the Leader of the House 
is likely to make the Government of this | has advanced for his action is a news- 
country in the future more difficult paper paragraph in which the right 
and less stable than in the past. The hon. Gentleman saw it stated that it 
moral of it seems to me to be that we was our intention to divide against every 
ought all in our several ways to try to Vote. 
devise a remedy for the evils which we 
see, and not to increase those evils by Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 
such a proposition as that now before 
the House. No one will deny that the} Mr. DILLON: Well, it is based on 
power and influence of Parliament are | rumours to that effect. 
declining, and after all it is on Parliament | 
the country depends. If we pass this) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 
resolution we shall take a long step to- 
wards a further weakening of the control’ Mr. DILLON: Then what is it based 
of this House, and towards a further on? No Minister is entitled to come 
decline in the influence and reputation | down to this House and ask the House to 
of Parliament. Looking upon the resolu-. make a revolutionary change in its pro- 
tion in that sense, I confess I deplore cedure because he anticipates a certain 
the Government should have brought number of members may abuse the rules 
forward this motion. of the House. He is bound to go on 
facts. If by abuse of the rules of the 
Mr. DILLON: I think it is of the House an impasse or block is caused, 
utmost importance at the outset of then the Minister may, as in the old 
this debate that we should clearly days, base his case upon facts that have 
understand what is the possible evil to occurred, and not upon vague rumours 
meet which this extraordinary, revolu- and possibilities. The right hon. Gentle- 
tionary proposal is made to the House | man assumes something, and that is the 
to-day. Let us consider what might ground upon which his motion is based. 
happen supposing this resolution was What is the assumption involved in the 
not passed. The utmost that could argument of the right hon. Gentleman ? 
happen would be some inconvenience The assumption is that we, the Irish 
to Ministers and a number of Members | members, would feel ourselves bound on 
who would be kept here. It is of vital | every conceivable opportunity that the 
importance to remember that this resolu- | rules of the House offer, by divisions and 
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otherwise, to block the business of the 
House. May I remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that we have, roughly speak- 
ing, allowed 200 or 300 motions to pass 
through the House without challenging 
a division, and that if we had exercised 
our rights of challenging and dividing 
upon every motion submitted from the 
Chair during the present session the 
House would have done nothing but 


{COMMONS} 


the House of Commons are to be re- 
modelled and recast without the in- 
vestigation by a Committee, simply and 
solely to allow Ministers home to bed a 
few hours earlier. That is the whole and 
only ground for this rule being proposed 
to the House. 

Sir, I have dwelt on this point, be- 
cause I want to illustrate the rapid 
progress of demoralisation to which this 
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walk through the division lobbies ?| constant recurrence to new rules leads. 
Why, the other day twenty motions | In the old days we used to have these 
during private business were submitted | matters dealt with early in the session, 
from the Chair, and if we wished we | and then only after immense provocation 
could have divided upon every one of | and after a long record of abuses of the 
those motions, and in that way kept the | rules. In the opinion of the Leader of 
House dividing all night. If we look to | the Opposition it has been the universal 
the proceedings of this session, the right | practice not to proceed with a resolution 
hon. Gentleman has no ground for taking | of this sort unless the Government had 
up the position that we would to-morrow i the support of some section of the Oppo- 
night exhaust our utmost rights and | sition. The rights of private members 
divide against every Vote. Let us con-/ and the rights of the whole House are 
sider the working of the present rule. I | being threatened in the anticipation that 
was always an irreconcilable opponent | Ministers may be kept out of bed for two 
of these rules. I always held that it|days running for two hours. This 
would result in the degeneration of the | new rule is introduced at the end of the 
debates on Supply. The Leader of the | session, after twenty-four hours notice, 
Opposition was prepared, when the new | without taking the trouble to look back 
Supply rule was introduced some years | as to the pledges given by Ministers when 
ago, to give it a fair trial and fair play, this rule was originally introduced. 1 
and despite the fact that he has con-| complain that the right hon. Gentleman 
sistently given it fair play, he has de- | has entirely overlooked the lessons of the 
clared to-day that in his experience the | Jast five years, and he has done what he 
rule has utterly demoralised the debates | had no real right to do, for he has de- 
in Supply, and has had the effect of | liberately based this resolution and con- 
lessening the willingness of the Govern-| sumed a whole day of Parliamentary 
ment to give information, and of causing | time legislating for eventualities which, 
debates in Supply to be of an unreal and | judging from the experience of the last 
ineffective character. During the whole | five years, will never arise. I have op- 
of the time when I was chairman otf a | posed this resolution from the very out- 
large body of Irish members in this | set, and I always prophesied that it would 
House, and as an opponent of this rule | have a very bad effect on the debates. 
was anxious to discredit it, I never during | Not only has this resolution failed in all 
those years divided against all the Votes. | the objects it was intended to achieve, 
If any member will take the trouble to | hut it has injured the character of the 
turn back to that time he will find that | debates in Supply. Those debates used 





the utmost that was done was to divide 
against Votes to which we had objection, 
and that the members of the House got 
home even on the worst occasion at 
three o'clock in the morning. IT want to 
know by what right does the right 
hon. Gentleman assume that the pro- 
ceedings to-morrow night and Friday 
night will be any worse than in former 
years ? Suppose they were, is it to be 
contended—for this is an immensely 
serious matter—that the whole rules of 


Mr. Dillon. 


‘to be of an elastic character, and by 
| means of arrangements and understand- 
‘ings the most important Votes were 
| pushed to the front and the less im- 
| portant ones taken practically sub silentio 
at the end of the session. That system 
was based on human nature and possessed 
elasticity. 

One of the evils of this proposal was 
that it meant the substitution of a hard- 
and-fast system of measuring out the 
time of the House for the old elastic sys+ 
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tem which has obtained for many years. | 
The First Lord of the Treasury repeated 
last year and this year his invitation to 
the Opposition to join him in forming a 
Committee to measure out the time to 
be devoted to certain Votes in Supply, 
but the Leader of the Opposition most 
wisely refused such a proposal. The 
right hon. Gentleman said he was willing 
to be liberal in regard to the constitution 
of that Committee, and he offered that a 
majority of members of the Opposition 
should be upon it, and that they should 
be left to decide which Votes should be 
taken and what amount of time should 
be devoted to each. A more absurd pro- 
posal was never made. From the very 
circumstances of the case any such 
arrangement was bound to be an igno- 
minious failure. By such a proposal as 
was suggested in that Committee the 
Opposition would have all the responsi- 
bility and none of the power, and no 
more preposterous proposal was ever 
placed before the House. Why not put 
the whole of the Order Paper in the hands 
of such a Committee? The right hon. 
Gentleman confessed that it was im- 
possible for any Government, in the face 
of a small minority opposed to the 
working of the rule, to allocate the 
time properly in Supply. Under the 
old system we were often able to put 
Ministers under pressure to make con- 
cessions in order to facilitate the passing 
of the Votes, but now there was no such 
force in existence, and Ministers were 
absolutely careless in regard to expendi- 
ture. 

Some Ministers have adhered to the 
old practice, and we had an instance of 
this recently upon the Home Office Vote. 
Other Ministers think that the only way 
of dealing with this question is by con- 
tinually closuring the Votes and intro- | 
ducing new rules, but they will never 
gain their object in this way. The First 
Lord of the Treasury has said that, no 
matter what rules are passed, a good deal 
will still have to be left to the good sense 
of the House. I think a good deal more 
ought to be left to the wisdom of the 
House of Commons, and then we should 
get through the business much more 
smoothly and rapidly than by resorting | 
to coercive measures. The Home Secre- | 
tary met their criticisms in a reasonable | 
spirit, and not with contempt and insult | 
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or indifference. The result was that the 
Home Secretary got his Vote through 
without the closure. In the case of the 
highly contentious Budget of 1894 it was 
passed without resort to the closure ; 
and this year, although the Irish party 
were bitterly opposed to the Budget, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer managed 
by an adherence to the old spirit of this 
House, by great patience—although some 
people say he has a pretty hot temper— 
and by courtesy to everybody, to get 
through a most complicated Bill without 
resorting to the closure. 

It is in that direction that you must 
look for an improvement in the conduct 
of the business of the House, and not in 
the direction of treating a minority as 
irreconcileables and as men who are 
utterly irrational. If you compel us to 
vote against everything you will find that 
we shall become irreconcilable, and the 
whole procedure of this House will be 
degraded by an attempt to do what no 
other national assembly has ever tried to 
do, and that is to try and carry on your 
proceedings, not by appeals to common 
sense, but from beginning to end by coer- 
cion and attempts to trample upon the 
minority. These closures demoralise the 
mind of the House of Commons and tend 
to make hon. Members think that the 
old safeguards built up in this House by 
the wisdom of our ancestors in genera- 
tions past are musty and foolish. 

There was a significant passage in an 
article in that great journal The Times 
of yesterday, which published the text 
of the motion of the Leader of the House, 
and referred to it sooner than any other 
newspaper did. The Times, which might 
be taken as expressing semi-officially 
the view of the Government in this 
matter, said— 


House (Supply). 


“Wise people will probably fail to see what 
it would matter supposing every vote not 
passed within the time allotted were to be 
regarded as automatically passed through 
Committee when the clock struck ten on the 
twenty-second day of Supply.” 


Now what was the next step! It was for 
hon. Members opposite to treat these 
words as insignificant, because The Times 
in these matters unquestionably spoke 
the minds of members of the Govern- 
ment, and it showed the extent to which 
the public mind was demoralised on the 
subject. First we had the introduction 
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cannot follow my leader upon the pro- 
matic closure, and when the latter was| posal which he has made to-day. Five 
applied for the first time the House of! years ago, in the year 1896, I first drew 
Commons was turned into a Donnybrook | attention to the possible consequences 
fair, and blows were struck in the House | of this rule. The right hon. Gentleman 
for the first time. That shocked the| the Leader of the House then gave a 
House of Commons, and then the auto-| pledge, which he ought to keep at least im 
matic closure was applied, not ad hocor | spirit, if not in the letter. 
in an emergency, but as part of the usual 
procedure of the House of Commons. | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did. 

And now we, by,this resolution to-night, | 
on the flimsiest possible grounds, to be| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I will read 
denied the right to record our votes|the right hon. Gentleman’s own words. 
against such a Vote as the Irish Constabu- | He said upon the occasion to which I have: 
lary Vote! Consequently we shall be | referred— 
obliged to vote against, Irish Education 5 Whee tae Heath: se ning that the 
and every other Vote in Supply which | rule ig passed in its present shape, and further 
has not been opposed, or rather against investigation shows that under this rule it wil? 


every class of vote. A more grotesque | be possible for such an arrangement to be 
and monstrous thing could not be made on the Estimates, that they can be putin 
: oe. e d h ld h one Vote, that shall be investigated by a Select 
~Wietengee wonder what wou 4V€ | Committee, and the House shall not be asked 


been said five years ago if anybody had | finally to allow that course to be taken until 
hinted at such a proposition. Soon, no | they have every opportunity of discussing it. 


doubt, we shall be having the proposition | On that understanding I hope our debate may. 


of Lhe Times, that when the clock strikes | 
ten oclock on the last day of Supply Upon that understanding the debate 


every Vote remaining shall be taken as was allowed to proceed. But that s not 
passed, and, perhaps, £30,000,000 or all. ‘There is another passage in which 
£40),000,000 or £70,000,000 will be) the right hon, Gentleman said— 


bony Kn Treacy wins any ml et the House pass the rule as it was, and 


at all Tf this system i illowed to Bo | he should at a later stage be prepared to make 
much further we shall find Ministers, some suggestion in regard to considering the 


driven by the remonstrances of their sup-| method by which the closure should be 


° | a4 9 

porters, coming down to the House of | #Pplied. 
Commons, and taking the whole of the | First of all the right hon. Gentleman 
Votes in Supply in one lump sum like a suggested that it might be a Committee, 
Vote on Account. All you will have | and secondly that he would make some 
to do presently will be to increase your | suggestion, and he appealed to the House 
Vote on Account, and take at one fell to allow the debate to proceed. The 
swoop enough money to run the whole | debate proceeded in accordance with the 
show for a year. Under these circum- | right hon. Gentleman’s appeal ; he got 
stances | think we are justified in pro-| pis resolution, but has never made any 
testing in the strongest possible way inour | suggestion of a Committee or otherwise. 
power against this resolution, and I still! What the right hon. Gentleman said was 
have some hope that the First Lord of the| that he had provided for the possibility 
Treasury will consent to withdraw his) of sych a reading being put upon the: 
resolution. rule, and the interpretation I had sug- 
ob a gested being adopted, and he said that 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | if that interpretation of the rule proved 
My difficulty in dealing with matters of|to be correct we should have an in- 
this kind—which are brought up, not | vestigation by a Committee or otherwise, 
once in a session, but again and again as|and we should be allowed to decide. 
attempts to gag the House of Commons | The interpretation that the Estimates 
—is that, although I do follow a Tory | can be put in one Vote has been put on 
Government, and still believe in Tory| the rule, but the right hon. Gentleman 
principles, I yet have a veneration for | refuses an investigation. Is it less neces- 
this assembly, which alone stands between | sary now than it was then? It was then 
us and an arbitrary government, and I | the only possible interpretation to be put 


Mr. Dillon. 


of the closure, and then we had the auto- 











be allowed to proceed.” 





{ 








15 


on 
lin 
r 


thi 
be 

wh 
sor 
ret 
nai 
mo 
alt 
she 
Th 
rul 
the 
wh 
of 

Th 
the 
Ex 
yea 
Bu 
hot 
tio! 


Ho 
all; 
(iy 
the 
De 
bite 
Let 
(oy 
The 
the 
Thi 
in « 
the 
ver’ 
Gov 
Mer 
cha: 
is ni 
hon 
that 
of | 
Yes, 


the 


hy 


nd 
ke 
he 


be 


e, 
ne 


he 


he 
ot 


as 





1577 Business of the 


{7 AucusT 1901} 


on the Vote ; now it is a hard-and-fast | 


line. 

There are two scandals involved in 
this motion. The first is that it should 
be made at the present time of the year, 
when many Members have left town, and 
some who had gone have been forced to 
return to resist the driving of another 
nail into the coffin of the House of Com- 
mons. The second scandal is that if this 
alteration is necessary in the rule it 
should have been made in February. 
The right hon. Gentleman passed this 
rule in February, and why did he not 
then put in this extra drop of poison, 
which is enough to kill the last remnant 
of independent spirit in this House ¢ 
This is not an old rule. What is to be 
the result? The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer tells us that the Budget this 
year will probably be £201,000,000. 
But it will be more, because the right 
hon. Gentleman has omitted appropria- 
tions-in-aid. Why does the Leader of the 


House not make the Vote £201,000,000 
allat once? There are seven classes in the 


Civil Service Estimates, and there are also 
the Army, the Navy, and the Revenue 


Department Estimates. Why make ten ! 


bites at a cherry! Swallow it whole ! 
Let hon. Members send their votes from 


(owes and Scotland and other places, 


‘The Government are too timid. When 


they doa thing let themdo it handsomely. 
Thirty millions for the Navy Estimates: 
in one Vote! Then thirty millions for 
the Army Estimates. And there is the 
very Cordite Vote, on which the present 
Government got into office, and hon. 
Members from Ireland are to have no 
chance of turning them out upon it. It 
is not playing the game. Let me remind 
hon. Gentlemen on the Treasury bench 
that they are the creatures of the House 
of Commons. [Cries of “No, no!’’] 
Yes, the Ministers are the creatures of 
the House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am glad 
that the right hon. Gentleman admits it. 
It is by the display of their abilities and 
by the goodwill of the House that they 
occupy their positions on the front 
Treasury bench. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then why 
destroy your creator? Is no other 
Member other than those who sit on 
the Ministerial benches ever to have an 
opportunity of distinguishing himself in 
Supply? Is no other possible future 
War Minister ever to move a reduction 
on the Cordite Vote ? That is not treating 
the House or the Opposition with fair- 
ness. Surely the Government can be a 
little generous and fair to those poor 
dejected hon. Members who sit on the 
other side, and who you say are always 
incapable of doing anything. Let them 
at least talk upon the Estimates. They 
will do less harm in that way than in 
any other. Let the House remember 
that this is the very first time such a 
rule as this has ever been suggested. 
The only reason I can think of for this 
rule is the Irish Members. But the Irish 
Members are in this House by your own 
deliberate choice. The House of Com- 
mons, such as it is, is as you have deter- 
mined it should be, and such as you have 


determined it shall be maintained. You 
now say that the rules are defective, but 
the rules are all your own, the days are 
all your own, and the nights are all your 
own, You have taken every possible 
opportunity, you have made your own 
rules for the game, and now you propose 


to make other rules as you go along 
because the existing rules are not con- 
venient. You have got all the time— 
[An Hon. Memper : And all the money. |— 
and the whole of the conditions have 
been laid down by yourselves, and now 
you come to us whining and you say, 
‘‘ Unless you give us this new rule, this 
revolutionary, drastic, killing, hampering 
rule, we cannot carry on the business of 
the House of Commons.” Is there no 
fault in yourselves ? 


House (Supply). 


I saw the other day in an American 
paper an account of an experiment which 
has resulted in the creation, I believe, of 
boneless fish. Iam not sure that we are 
not beforehand as compared with the 
Americans in this matter. What I insist 
upon is this. Your rules are such as you 
have made them yourselves, and you have 
no right to complain. You have got 
the largest majority and the most power- 
ful Government of modern times, and 
surely you can get a few Votes passed. 
I am afraid that there is a certain amount 
of moral bonelessness about the Treasury 
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bench. I have again and again noticed | 
that the chief ery of the Treasury bench | 
is for bed and holidays, but I do not think | 
that that is sufficient. I think that, | 
having made such rules as you have | 
made, you should be prepared to do even | 
the walking, if necessary, that you have | 
provided for in your rules. Hon. Mem- 
bers opposite are prepared to do it, and 
you are much greater in numbers on | 
this side, and you can furnish more relays 
to do it. Surely you need not be 
frightened by this walking. I think 
there is some fault in the Government 
in this matter. Let me read to the’ 
House a short passage from Bolingbroke. 
He says— 

“All men are fallible; but here lies the 
difference. Some men, such as I have just 
mentioned, crossed by difficulties, pressed by 
exigencies, transported by their own passions, | 
or by the passions of those who fight under 
their banner, may now and then deviate into | 
error, and into error of long and fatal con- 
sequence. But there are some men, such as I 
shall not mention on this occasion (because I 
reserve them for another and a better), w ho | 
never deviate into the road of good sense; 
{Ministerial cheers]|}—Let hon. Members 
wait for the end before they cheer— 


Business of the 


| 


“who, crossed by no difficulties, pressed by no 
exigencies, meeting scarce opposition enough 
to excite their industry, and guiding a tame, 
well-tutored flock that follow their bell-wether 
-obstinately, but never tread on his heels; there 
are men, I say, whose special privilege it is to 
proceed with all these advantages deliberately 
and superciliously from blunder to blunder, 
from year to year, in one perpetual maze of | 
confused, incoherent, inconsistent, unmeaning | 
schemes of business.” 


Let the cap be worn by those whom it 
fits. I have said before, and I say it 
now, that my feeling for the House of | 
Commons has grown ever since I came 
into it. It may have its faults, but it is| 
the only working power in this country, | 
and it is the only barrier that we have | 
against anarchy on the one side and 
despotism on the other. It saddens me, 
and it angers me also, to see the House | 
attacked by those who should be its first | 
defenders, and I appeal to members of the 
Tory party not to readily lend their hands 
to the destruction of those privileges they | 
should be the first to protect. Some day | | 
they may sit on the other side of the 
House, and then you will need all the 
protection its rules provide. It is | 
duty to defend the bulwarks of our Con- 
stitution, for some day you may require 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


/sent proposal. 


‘foreseen in the year 1896. 
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all the safeguards which this House has 
preserved to help you. You may 
despise me, but do not despise the House 
of Commons and disregard the liberties 
by which you sit here, and which it is your 
duty above all others to defend. 


*Mr. M‘'KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 


| . . . 
‘reviewed the circumstances attending 


the passing of the Supply rule, and, re- 
calling the words used by the Leader of 
the House, contended that he was bound 
by his statement, made when originally 
proposing the Supply Rule, and that 
it was not within the right hon. 
Gentleman's right to make the pre- 
The rule was the out- 
arrangement entered 
into with the Opposition, which the 
latter had kept. There was no justi- 
fication for this sudden proposal at 
the end of the session. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had wished to amend the 
order at the beginning of the session he 
would have been fully within his rights 
in doing so, but to-day he was 
bound by his speech of 1896. The 
session was now nearly over, and when 
the transaction had been completed ex- 
cept for this single point, the right hon. 
Gentleman, almost without notice, 
endeavoured to force upon the House an 
Amendment depriving private mem- 
bers of a right which they had enjoyed 
for nearly five years. The right hon. 
Gentleman ought to have asked him- 
self what new circumstances had arisen 
which justified him in breaking the 
spirit or the letter of « compact come 
to at the beginning of the session, a 
compact which was endorsed and passed 
in the terms of the resolution. Nothing 
had since happened except what was 
The assur- 
ance of the leader of the Irish party 
had been given that there was 


come of an 


/no intention whatever of dividing upon 


What possible justification 
had the right hon. Gentleman for 
this attempt to deprive them of 
their right to express their intelligible, 
ii silent, opinion on each Vote as 
it came forward. He had never known 
| this rule to be abused, and the charge 
which the right hon. Gentleman by 
inference had brought against this side 
of the House was altogether unwarrant- 


able. 


every Vote. 
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He would give an illustration of the | hastraversed those arguments. I pointed 
manner in which the rules of the House out earlier in the afternoon that there 
might be abused to the detriment of were only three questions which seemed 
public business, but of which no ad-|to me relevant. I dealt with these 
vantage had been taken by any section | questions, and nobody has referred to the 
of the Opposition, There was a very arguments I brought forward. [An 
ancient custom in this House that when’ Hon. Memper: Most of us support the 
any speaker spoke too long or ina way, Supply rule.] I will not pursue the 
which the House considered tedious! point. I really am gratified that the 
or inopportune, hon. Members might Supply rule is supported by hon. Mem- 
cry “ Divide, divide!” in order to bers on the other side of the House. I 
put a stop to any further observations receive that assurance with satisfaction, 
from him. This practice had been put and I pass on, without any complaint 
into operation twice this session with that my arguments have not been 
remarkable persistency, and on each answered, to answer some of the argu- 
occasion it was hon. Members opposite ments on the other side. A point which 
who continued for a lengthened period I notice has been urged by more than 
of time to shout “ Divide, divide!’ one hon. Member, put briefly, amounts 
in order to prevent some hon. Member to this: Whereas no conclusive proof can 
on this side of the House from being be given that a very large number of 
heard. If upon the Opposition side they divisions were to be taken on Thursday 
were to take advantage of what had been or Friday it was improper to take 
admitted to be the practice of the House, any defensive or prophylactic measures 
whenaprominent Ministergotup,orwhen, against a danger which might never 
as in a recent case, the Colonial Secre-| occur. What is the value of that argu- 
tary called a certain section of the House ment? One hon. Gentleman said that 
“a pack,” on such occasions they might we had no right to apply a remedy to any 
by the determination to persistently cry | malady which has not declared itself in 
* Divide, divide!”’ prevent the Minister full vigour. I do not agree with that. 
from speaking. If they resorted to such I think if there were indications—ot 
tactics it would be impossible to carry on course they are not proofs—that the 
the business of the House. But it had House might be put in a position both 
not been from the Opposition benches humiliating and ridiculous, it was my 
that obstruction of that kind had arisen, bounden duty to prevent the occurrence 
and he for one protested against the of any such disastrous event. Of course 
charge implied in the amendment of I cannot prove conclusively that an undue 
the Standing Orders moved by the First number of divisions would be taken, 
Lord of the Treasury. There was nor can I define what is an undue number 
no intention of abusing the existing of divisions. It is not for me to say that 
rule, and he submitted that no case had it was not in the right of an hon. Member 
been made out for bringing forward such to divide on every Vote. Hon. members 
an Amendment at this time of the session, opposite made us divide four times on 
contrary to the explicit declaration one Vote last night. 
previously made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury. ee Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


E.): Because we were closured. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise to make 
a few observations in reply upon the; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They made us 
general debate, in the hope that we may divide not only on the Amendment, 
be permitted to deal with the Amend- but against the Vote, and not only 
ments to be proposed without any further against the Vote but against reporting 
expenditure of time. Let me begin by the Vote to the House. I am unwilling 
saying that though I endeavoured at to say that anything within the rules of 


an earlier period of the sitting to give the House is beyond the competence 


reasons and argument which seemed to of it, but I say that hon. Gentlemen who 
me then, and seem to me now,to be strong , within twenty-four hours performed an 
in favour of the resolution I propose, | operation which was unusual, and I had 
{ am not aware that any speech since | almost said was unexampled, are hardly 
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in a position to come down in this lamb-{ at the time that the rule would not 
like attitude and say that this cruel | require the House to go through this 
aspersion on their Parliamentary charac- | prolonged procession through the divi- 
ter ought never to have been made, and | sion lobbies on Vote after Vote. [An 
that there are no grounds to imagine Hon. Memper: And why not stand by 
for a moment that they meant to divide the rule, then?] That was my opinion 
a very large number of times, and that! in 1896; it is my opinion now; and 
consequently I am proposing a remedy the alteration I am proposing is not 
for a disease which has never declared inconsistent with the policy upon whick 
itself. Let anybody cast his mind back that rule was originally framed. On 
over the incidents of this session in con- the contrary, it brings the rule nearer 
nection with Supply. Let him remem- to the original scheme which I laid before 
ber what occurred on the Supplementary the House. [An Hon. MemBer: Why 
Estimates before Easter, and the incidents did you not do it in March ?] I did not 
which have occurred on the Estimates do it in March because the rule had 
since Easter, and I think he will be worked fairly well in these five years in 
convinced, as I am convinced at all events, the shape in which it is now. I had no 
that there was a danger of sufficient | ground for suspecting in February that 
magnitude to make it my duty to adopt it might not work as well in 1901 
proper precautions. It is possible that as in previous years. I have 
hon. Members from Ireland intended to reasons now which from the nature of 
divide a few times and not more than a the case are not coercive or conclusive, 
few times on the remaining ninety Votes. which do not carry their conclusions 
with them by irresistible logic, but they 
_ Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, are reasons which, nevertheless, every 
Scotland) : Why not every time ? practical man in the House who has 
watched these proceedings this session 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Exactly. will deem probably to be sufficient. I do 
The hon. Member, I think, had not the not think I ought to pass from that 
good fortune to be present during the branch of the argument, which I think 
whole of the debate, else he could not was alluded to first by the hon. Member 
have made an interruption more em- for Waterford, then by the right hon. 
barrassing to those who have conducted | (tentleman opposite, and subsequently 
the debate up to this moment on the }y Members on both sides of the House. 
opposite hypothesis. They have got it into their heads that 
, : something passed in the debates of 1896 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: The right which makes it improper, indeed, im- 
hon. Gentleman must not misrepresent possible, for me to make such a proposal 
me. I say that we have a right to 4s that which is now being made, without 
divide, if it so pleases us, on every Vote. some preliminary investigation by a 
The fact that the rules permit the divi- | gefect Committee or otherwise. I 
sion gives the right ; but to possess the | entirely traverse that statement. Let 
right and to exercise it are two different me remind these hon. Members of what 
things. | ; ‘occurred in 1896, for they appear to 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T still do not have failed in their recollection of what 
exactly occurred. As the rule was 
introduced in 1896, I interpreted it as 
carrying an even more drastic termina- 
tion of proceedings in Supply than the 
termination which I am now proposing. 
Towards the end of our debates on the 
rule, which was a sessional Order for 
that year alone, a dispute arose as to 


understand the interruption of the hon. 
Gentleman, ‘“Why not every time?” 
The hon. Gentleman, perhaps, can ex- 
plain it. That, however, is my defence 
for having taken what I admit to be a 
precautionary measure. I think that 
the defence is complete. But let me say 
this, in making this alteration of the ‘ ‘ 
rules I am not doing anything which is | What the precise meaning of the rule 
inconsistent, in my judgment, with the | Was, as to the exact interpretation which 
rule as it was originally introduced. | ought to be put on its language. The 
On the contrary, when I introduced | question could not at the moment be 
this rule five years ago I contemplated | finally decided, but I rather lean to the 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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view that the words of the rule carried | impossibility. A more flimsy contention 
out the intentions of the framers—in | than that of the right hon. Gentleman | 
other words, that it carried with itthe| cannot conceive. I ask the right hon. 
extremest form of closure. Other hon.| Gentleman to recapitulate the true 
Members, including the right hon. history of the 1896 Order, but after all 
Gentleman opposite, took a different, that is not the important point we have 
view of the words, and supposed that | to discuss; what we have to discuss is 
the proper reading of the rule was that|the merits or the demerits of the pro- 
each Vote should be put separately and | position I have submitted. The right hon. 
might be separately divided upon. It| Member for South Aberdeen admitted 
was my own, and the general under- ‘that it would be a scandal if we had to 
standing at the time, that the debate, march for twenty hours through the 
on the sessional Order should finish that lobbies, but he deplored the solution of 
night, and I said that we could not the difficulty I have proposed without 
decide which of the two views was the! suggesting another. I do not complain 
right one, but if it turned out that my / of that. It is not his business necessarily 
interpretation was the right one, I would | to make a suggestion. He went on to- 
undertake that before it was put in say that this resolution strikes at the 
force the House should be again con-| root principle of Parliamentary business, 
sulted. But my interpretation turned! and he said, and said truly, that the 
out to be the wrong one, and the House | interests of this country were intimately 
was not consulted. If the interpretation | bound up with the control which this 
had turned out as I thought it was, 1} House exercises over Supply. I do not 
should have had a select Committee, | deny it. That is the accurate historical: 
and the House would have again been, view. Is it not, however, folly, after 
consulted and asked whether it liked the | laying down that broad general principle, 
particular form of Closure for Votesin/to draw from it the corollary that 
Supply. But how that pledge about an the financial machinery which suited 
interpretation, which was not the true/ in the time when the House was quarrel- 
interpretation, and which, even if it had | ling with its Monarchs—is it not folly to 
been the true interpretation, only re-| consider and insist that this machinery 
ferred to a sessional Order, can apply to is the best suited in these days to give 
another sessional Order passed five the House control over its finance? I 
years afterwards passes my understand- say that the control of this House over 
ing. | finance is complete. If it pleases it may 
| discuss every Vote, it might easily do it 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: My _ under this rule, but I do not think that 
point is that the sessional Order this year | that would be a proper occupation of 
was passed by the House on the faith | parliamentary time. On the contrary, 
that everything stood exactly as it was 1 think it is far better that we should 
when it passed the sessional Order of| have discussions, full discussions, upon 
1896, that every assurance given by the, the great services involved—the policy of 
Government then applied to this sessional | the Colonial Department, the ace of the 
Order, and that no change would vt ee Department, and on the Navy 
made this year without fulfilling the! and the Army—than that we should 
conditions applicable to the sessional | devote ourselves and waste our time over 
Order of 1896. | what I would call the smaller and less 
interesting items of national expenditure. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There was| At all events, that is my view, and it is 
nothing suggested in connection with | my view further that, under our rules, 
the Order of 1896 which would prevent | quite apart from the discussion of the 
me from bringing forward a new pro- | Estimates, this House has a control over 
posal and in asking the House to decide | the finance of the country, and over the. 
upon it. If that is the kind of interpre- expenditure of the country, which it 
tation of a pledge which the right hon. | never had in the old days when it had 
Gentleman seeks to impose on my | the disputes with Monarchs. What can 
words in 1896, the carrying out of| the Housedo? It can turn out Ministers, 
the business of the House’ becomes an it can turn out the Chancellor of the 
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leagues. 


The hon. Member for King’s Lynn | 


said that the Government were the 
creatures of the House of Commons. 
So they are. So they were before these 
rules were passed, and so they will be 
if this rule be amended, as I hope it will 
be in the way now proposed. ‘The crea- 
tures of the House of Commons the 
Government are, and, [ hope, will be. 
This is the secret, and the whole secret, 
of the grip which this House has on the 
Administration of the country. It can 
turn out any Minister ; it can defeat any 
policy which it condemns ; it can change 
the occupants of this Bench, and yet 
we are told that under the modern 
system the House of Commons is dimin- 
ishing in importance, and that the 
Ministry is increasing in importance. 
The Ministry can never be anything 
more tiian the creatures of this great 
popular Assembly, and it is folly to ask 
us to believe that a change in the rules 
about Supply which leaves the House 
twenty-three days for the discussion 
of Supply enslaves the House and 
places it under the heels of the Ministry, 
or takes out of its control the whole 
management of financial affairs. I 
must beg the House in this matter to 
look at the realities and not merely to 
‘consider constitutional phrases. Con- 


stitutional phrases are admirable things, | § 


because they embody the history of the 
past, and without the history of the past 
it is impossible to understand the present. 
But if you become the slave of consti- 
tutional phrases, and do not look at the 
underlying realities, which give them 
meaning, and without which they are 
only fit to be used in competitive 
examinations, then, Sir, I do not think 
that we fulfil our functions as men of 
common sense and as men dealing with 
the facts of a real world in a real spirit. 
We become the interpreters of subtleties 
—of things once which had a real 
meaning but are now little more than 
historical phrases. [Ironical cheers by 
Sir William Harcourt.] Perhaps the 
House will allow me to return to that 
argument in a minute, but meanwhile 
{ must have a parenthesis about the right 
hon. Gentleman’s ironical cheers of what 
{ have just said. The right hon. Gentle- 


man made a very violent attack upon me 
‘ 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


Exchequer, and with him go his col-{ about three hours ago. 
4 willl Sia | I had reduced the business of the House 


| 


should not have objected to. 
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of Commons to confusion. He not 
merely implied, but said, that I was a 
very indifferent Leader of the House in 
the arrangement of business. That I 
It has been 
said of every Leader of the House in 
succession, and I have no doubt that 
when I give up or have to give up che 
position which I now occupy I shall be 
pointed to by some future Leader of the 
Opposition as one far superior to the 
unhappy gentleman who then occupies 
my present position. That is the natural 
order, of which I make no complaint 
whatever. But when the right hon. 
Gentleman comes down to the House 
as he has done, not to-day for the first 
time, and poses as a man who has never 
applied the closure, and who has never 
involved the House of Commons in all 
the controversy which the closure carries 
with it, he must permit me to remind 
him of a few episodes in his own career. 
The right hon. Gentleman remembers 
his Budget very well, which he carried 
through the House without the closure, 
like my right hon. friend the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. But that is the only 
episode that he does remember in the 
years that he led the House. I remember 


| when he came down and discussed an 


important Bill in two days because he 
aw a lot of Amendments on the Paper. 
He, in those days, went in for the pro- 
phylactic method of dealing with the 
difficulty. He came down and proposed 
the gag—[Cries of “‘ Order ”’ and ‘‘ With- 
draw ’’]—and he was supported by all the 
Irish members. He proposed that the 
Committee on the Evicted Tenants Bill— 
a Bill which raised in those days strong 
feelings and passions on both sides of 
the House—after a very brief discussion, 
should automatically close; and after 
an equally brief, or still briefer interval 
the Report stage was closed, and the 
Third Reading was taken under the same 
pressure. That may be described, if you 
like, as interfering with the liberty of 
debate. That may be described as 
turning the business of the House into 
confusion. That may be described as 
an indication that I do not know how to 
use those persuasive measures by which, 
if I had greater command of them, I 
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should be able to get the doves to feed 
out of my hands. 
The hon. Member for Waterford 


made a speech on lines which he has | 


dealt with on more than one occa- 


sion before—a speech which I listened | 
to with great interest and, as I' 


always do in his case, with great admi- 
ration. Whatever the hon. Gentleman’s 
actions may be to bring this House into 
discredit, his speeches, I admit, add lustre 
to our debates. What was the line that 
the hon. Gentleman took ? He said openly 
that, ‘“‘ You cannot expect to have us 
Irish Members here without under- 
going very much friction, so mucL in- 
convenience, and so much waste of time 
that practically you will soon be heartily 
sick of us and wish to get rid of us.”’ 
That was the general tenour of the hon. 
Member’s complaint, and I think his 
party have lived up to his theory. I do 
not deny—and I do not wish to put it 
more strongly than the hon. Gentleman 
himself—that his declaration, and _ his 
friends, by their action, have made it 
perfectly clear that they do not value 
the smooth working of the Parliamentary 
machine one farthing; but, on the 
contrary, they see with satisfaction the 
gradual breaking down of the machine 
and the gradual proof being brought to 
everybody, in and out of the House, 
that if we are to keep our ancient liber- 
ties, our ancient freedom of speech, and 
our ancient institutions, the Irish Mem- 
bers must be got rid of. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman is quite fair so far. 
I said that by the very nature of things, 
and the history and character of this 
House, and the quantity of work coming 
upon it, a system of devolution will be 
necessary. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not go 
into Home Rule, I will not go into 
devolution, whatever that may mean 
as distinguished from Home _ Rule. 
I take the admission of the hon. Gentle- 
man that with the growth of the Empire, 
with the growth of the business, and 
with the presence of the Irish Members 
in this House, some change in our 
Tules is necessary if this House is to go 
on. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I did not | 


say that. On the contrary, if the right 
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(hon. Gentleman will forgive me for 
‘interrupting him, I said that these 
' changes in the rules were mere palliatives, 
and did not touch the disease at all. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The _ hon. 
Gentleman is right, and [| will put his 
view exactly in the form which | think 
will be fair to him and the form in which 
[ wish to deal with it. He admits that 
we cannot go on as we are. His remedy 
is either Home Rule or devolution. 
I do not discuss that with him to-day. 
I take the proposition that we cannot 
go on as we are; and I say that if I do 
not admit Home Rule or devolution I 
must take the view that there must 
be a change in the rules of the House. 
[ will not describe that procedure as 
tinkering. The changes we introduce 
into our rules ought to be gradual and 
slow. My view is that there are a great 
many matters in which it is quite clear 
that our rules are antiquated, and that 
directly any body of gentlemen in this 
House wish to drive the rules to an 
absurdity they can do so, and the only 
remedy, the only proper remedy, is that 
when once the defect is exposed, it should 
be dealt with. 

I turn inow, Sir, to the line of 
argument taken by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn. He, not for the first 
time, has told us that these changes, 
‘these tinkerings, as he calls them, are 
all very well for the party in power, but 
will prove disastrous to that party when 
they go into Opposition. I accept that 
,eanon. I do not think that anybody 
on either side of the House can judge 
of the merits of a proposed change with- 
out putting himself in imagination on 
ithe other side of the House. Let hon. 
Gentlemen opposite think how the rule 
will work when they are in power ; 
let hon. Gentlemen on this side of the 
House think how the rule will work 
when, with the revolutions of the wheel 
of fate, they come to sit on the other 
side of the House. By that canon I am 
| prepared to have this proposal of mine 
| tested, and I say that, were I in opposition 
‘at this moment, I should welcome a 
| Supply rule like the present one, which 
| gave me the power every week, through- 
| out the whole of the session until August 
5th, to arraign the Government to 
| which I was opposed, to bring it before 


Xl 
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the bar of public opinion, and to divide— | 
because, if I were in opposition, I should 

like sometimes to divide upon the_ 
matters which were at issue. And, if I) 
were in opposition, I should view with 
horror and disgust a _ repetition 
of the old system by which some 
huge scheme of legislative revolution was , 
brought in early in the session, crowding | 
out Supply to the end of August or the 

beginning or middle of September, and 

then requiring me to sit up till five o’clock 

in the morning to have my say even upon 

the most important Votes. Therefore, 

I accept the test put to me by the hon. 

Gentleman the Member for King’s Lynn | 
and by others, and I think it is the only | 
test which really gives fair results, and 
enables us to look at this matter, not from | 
our own personal interests at the moment, 
but from the general interests of the 
whole House of Commons. What this 
House of Commons exists for mainly 
is to criticise the Government and to pass 
legislation. As regards legislation, this 
rule neither promotes it nor hinders it. 
As regards criticism, it enormously helps 
us, and I am one of those who think that 
this rule, far from diminishing the power 
of the House of Commons over the 
Government of the day, far from dimi- 
nishing the grasp which the House has 
over Supply, has done more to reaffirm 
that great principle of our Constitution 
than anything which has been done for 


many generations. [Hear, hear!] The 
hon. Member. I understand, agrees 
with me. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: For once. 


“Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Oppo- 
-sition, I suppose, will vote against the | 
proposal with a happy heart because 
they are the Opposition, and because 
they know that they, at all events, will | 
not have to take part in the ceremony 
of walking for twenty-four hours through | 
the lobbies. Indeed, I was very much 
amused by the Leader of the Opposition 
in this connection. He ended his speech 
by telling us that we were taking from 
the Opposition one of their most valuable 
privileges, though he began his speech 
by saying that never since the rule began 
had he taken the trouble of walking | 
through the lobbies on the final day of 
Supply. Naturally, the right hon. Gen- 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


{COMMONS} 


five years ago. 
| from the right hon. Gentleman a speech 
| marked by many of his most characteristic 


1592 


tleman, comfortably in bed, would reflect 
with unruffled serenity upon the labo- 
rious and somewhat ridiculous process 
which he regards as so intimately bound 


House (Supply). 


‘up with the honour of this House and 


with its control over the Estimates. | 
cannot agree with him, and I am con- 
vinced that this change, which I have 
suggested, is in accordance with the 
general spirit of the rule as originally 
framed, and is not only required by the 
particular exigencies of this year, but 
would, if embodied in the rule per- 
manently, greatly facilitate the proper 
discussion of the Estimates, and greatly 
add to the dignity of the procedure of this 
House. Under these circumstsnces I 
feel wholly unshaken by any oi the 
speeches we have heard against the rule, 
and with more confidence than ever ] 
venture to recommend it to the attention 
of the House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): The House has been waiting all the 
afternoon to hear what the right hon. 
Gentleman would say, because most of us 
were at a loss to understand how he 


|was going to reconcile the motion he 


makes to-day with the pledge he gave 
We have now heard 


and some of his most charming qualities. 
We have heard the tu quoque retorts of 
the old familiar kind. We have heard 
constitutional philosophical generalisa- 
tions, and we have heard a long speech, 
but let the House remember for a 
moment how slight and small a portion 
of that long speech was devoted to the 
subject which again and again cropped 
up in the speeches which preceded it, 
namely, the pledge given in 1896. He 
does not dispute the pledge. I must 
confess that after the explanation of the 
right hon. Gentleman I am driven to the 
conclusion that, whatever may have been 
his compliance with the letter of his 
pledge, I think he has broken the spirit 
of it. The right hon. Gentleman, dealing 
with the facts of the present situation, 
pointed to the possibility of a long and 
ridiculous series of divisions on Votes 
without discussion to-morrow night and 
the night after. Admitting all that, the 
right hon. Gentleman has not exhausted 
the possible alternatives. He has 
taunted us on this side of the House for 
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not suggesting other alternatives. I 
will suggest an alternative which would 
have avoided the necessity for the present 
resolution. Why should not the right 
hon. Gentleman have given us a number 


Business of the 


House sitting for three weeks longer, 
rather than deprive Members of their 
ancient privilege of saying “ Yes” or 


*“No” to the proposals of the Govern- | 


ment ? Why should he not keep his 
own rule in its original shape, and, 


instead of beginning at ten o'clock to) 


divide on Votes without discussion, 
begin at ten in the morning? I have 


risen mainly to express my own strong | 


view that the original rule has broken 
down. I have never openly opposed the 
rule, but I was not fond of it, and I am 
not sorry that it has broken down. The 
House knows that a very large number 
of separate Votes are to be massed into one 
under this new resolution. Has the 


right hon. Gentleman any idea of the) 


amount of public money which the House 
is to be asked to vote without discussion ? 
[ should have thought it the duty of the 
Leader of the House, when making this 
revolutionary proposal, to tell us how 
much of the expenditure of the year is 
involved in this new kind of closure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is very large. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 


believe it is enormous. I have not the 
means of knowing which he possesses, 
but I have resorted to the authorities of 
the House with regard to the Votes in 
which I have taken more particular 
interest. The Navy is the most impor- 
tant of all Imperial subjects. I am in- 
formed by the authorities of the Hous? 
that, under the Navy and Army Esti- 
mates loans a sum of £34,000,000 will 
be passed to-morrow in one comprehen- 
sive Vote, without discrimination, with- 
out discussion, and without the oppor- 
tunity of separate division. What about 
the Civil Service Votes? There are 
ninety or one hundred Votes that are 
going to be dealt with in this way. That, 
I think, is a proof that the rule the right 


hon. Gentleman brought in five years | 
Why has the | 


rule broken down? It is not merely on 0? anybody else the blame for the con- 


ago has broken down. 
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| What was the practice ten years ago ? 
'I would remind the House that the 
| practice then was to have three Votes on 


| Account, the House never letting the 


| Government out of the financial leash 
of more days for Supply, and kept the | 


for longer than two months. Now we 
have one comprehensive Vote on Account 
for the Civil Service Estimates taken at 
the beginning of the session. The 
moment that Vote is passed in the early 
weeks of the session the Government 
know that, with the help of the closure 
at the end, they are secure of Supply for 
the year, and they have no longer any 
interest in consulting the opinion of the 
House. The result has been that the 
Committee proceedings of this session 
have been in the main futile. The House 
has not been led in Committee either by 
the Minister in charge or the Leader of 
the House. The attitude of the right 
hon. Gentleman amounts to this—that 
we have so many days to talk about the 
Estimates, and that we may select our 
subjects—it is a matter of complete 
indifference to him. I venture to say 
that old Leaders of the House,whose place 


| the right hon. Gentleman now fills, would 


never have dared to deal with the House 
in that way. In my opinion it is the 
adoption of this attitude, more than the 
rule itself,which is the cause of the system 
breaking down. Beyond all that, I 
regret to say that the House has now 
finally lost the possession of financial 
control. The right hon. Gentleman is 
uniformly courteous to individual mem- 
bers of the House, but he is lacking, as 
it seems to me,inrespect for the House 
itself as a corporation. The reasons 
given by the right hon. Gentleman in 
support of the course which he is taking 
would have justified the still more drastic 
procedure of dealing with the whole of 
the Estimates of £200,000,000 in one 
fell Vote. The House of Commons has 
sunk to the position occupied in the 
system of the United States by what is 
magniloquently called the Electoral 
College. On the majority sitting behind 
Ministers, who appear to care nothing 
whatever for the details of the business 
of the country, and who, with rare ex- 
ceptions, support the Government 
through thick and thin, lies more than 


account of defects in the rule itself. There | fessed paralysis which has overtaken this 
are other things to be taken into account. | great national institution. I do not 
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believe that we shall ever do much good | hours, as provided in the rule passed in 


in the debates on the Estimates until we 


resort to the expedient of establishing | 


at the beginning of the session Select 
Committees to revise the Estimates in 
detail before they are submitted to the 
House, leaving less subject for talk in 
the House, and Select Committees to 
examine the Estimates after they have 
been carried into execution by the Depart- 
ment. Unless some such remedy as 
that is adopted I do not believe that the 
situation will be improved. Does the 
right hon. Gentleman not reflect how 
enormous during the past twenty or 
thirty years has been the growth of our 
Imperial interests and of Parliamentary 
‘responsibility ? My belief is that twenty 
or thirty years ago the House sat longer 
in the course of the year, and that at a 


time when the Empire did not reach half , 


the extent, and when the Estimates did 
not reach a half or a third of the present 
amount. Is it not absurd to suppose 
that with this continual expanding of the 
Empire, and with our.interests increasing 
in intensity as well as number, you can 
go on under the old methods? I believe 
we shall have to hold longer sessions, and 
that we must have in addition to that 
the devolution which was spoken of by 
the hon. Member for Waterford—devolu- 
tion in two senses—internal devolution 
to Committees of this House, and ex- 
ternal devolution which means Home 


Rule. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I, with 


other hon. members, fail to see why this 
drastic proposal should be adopted. In 
every speech made on this side of the 
House the right hon. Gentleman was 
asked to state his reasons for bringing 
forward this proposal, and in his second 
speech he stated that there were indica- 
tions, if he did not take this course, that 
the House might be placed in a humili- 
ating position. I do not think these indi- 
cations are enough to warrant the drastic 
step now proposed to be taken. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will agree to the 
reasonable and moderate Amendment 


on the new rule which I have to propose | 
—that for Ten o'clock there should be | 


substituted Twelve o’clock. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will mitigate the 
terrors of the new rule by agreeing to | 
the Amendment, the effect of which 
would be that we would go on for two | 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


February. Let us suppose, for the sake of 
argument, that an obstructive spirit is 
displayed, and that,when we got to Twelve 
o'clock, the right hon. Gentleman would 
have some justification for adopting 
the measure he now proposes. Suppose 
he passes the present rule, the effect would 
be that the whole proceedings would be 
over at half-past two o’clock. The House 
did not adjourn this morning till after 
two o'clock, and it sat till two on several 
other nights within the past week. If 
the method I have indicated were adopted 
the right hon. Gentleman might trust 
the House to a certain extent, and at the 
same time secure everything he wants. 
Under a Twelve o’clock Rule, as I sug- 
gest, it would give two hours more for 
discussion, and I am sure the House 
would be very willing to sit till three or 
four. If the rule is enforced in the 
violent way the right hon. Gentleman 
indicates, all voting will be reduced to a 
farce. He asks us to vote on classes, 
but what Member is willing to vote 
against every item in whole classes of 
Supply ? Who wants, for instance, to 
vote against every item in the Education 
Votes, or in the Civil Service Votes? The 
most violent reformer in the House only 
wishes to protest against some items of 
these Votes. This proposal is one of the 
greatest degradations ever put upon the 
House. The Amendment which I propose 
would enable the right hon. Gentleman 
to get out of a great deal of the obliquy 
of his own proposal, and if he gets the 
essence of what he wishes he ought not 
to force this humiliation on the House 
of Commons. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that he had taken part in 340 
divisions, which was equal to a whole 
fortnight of his time ; but it is the right 
hon. Gentleman who forces these divisions 
upon us. The object of the House ought 
to be to discuss matters with common 
sense and arrive at just conclusions, but 
such attempts are nearly always wrecked 
by divisions. I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In line 1, to leave out the word ‘ Ten,’ and 
insert the word ‘Twelve,’ instead thereof.”— 
(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘Ten’ stand part of the Question.”,j 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
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I confess 
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I; hend that the House would have to sit 


cannot quite understand how the Amend- | up till past one o’clock under any circum- 
ment can carry out the object which the | stances, and that, I think, is quite late 


hon. Member professes a desire to accom- | enough. 


plish. 


In my view the effect of it would 
be to make the application of the rule 
more inconvenient to the House, and | 


| 


| Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 214 ; Noes, 


nothing would be gained by it. I appre- | 109. (Division List No. 416.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOoFs— 
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| If a question is put from the Chair in this 


| House we have the right to divide or not 


There 





Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I must con- | according to our own judgment. 
gratulate myself on having given the/is no crime in dividing, but from the 
First Lord of the Treasury an argument | manner in which the First Lord is dealing 
when in my judgment he was very badly | with the rules I am afraid he will soon 
in want of one. I put a question to him ‘convince himself that it is something like 
which I considered was a very pertinent | high treason to call for a division he does 
one, namely, why should we not divide | not approve of. I say at once, and I say 
to-morrow night on all the Votes if we | it with some knowledge of the views and 
thought fit todo so? That I think was a | opinions of my colleagues, that not a 
very simple and time-honoured proposi- | single Member on these benches had any 
tion, but the First Lord of the Treasury | idea so absurd as to divide against Votes 
seemed to regard it as something strange 


which we favour and approve. Where 
and wonderful. I want to know why ?| did the First Lord of the Treasury find 
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out this dark conspiracy about the Irish | 
Members intending to divide against | 
every Vote? I want to know what was 
the basis of his position. He read a para- 
graph in some newspaper attributing 
this intention to the Irish Members. 


Business of the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
that. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I understand 
that the right hon. Gentleman had some 
foreshadowing of it, but whether he got 
it from the metaphysical imagination 
that haunted Macbeth, himself, and other 
distinguished Scotchmen I do not know. 
The right hon. Gentleman apparently 
had some anticipation that the Irish 
Members were going to divide against all 
the Votes. They had no such absurd 
intention. Even if they had, it would be 
no justification for the rule now proposed 
to the House. The right hon. Gentle- | 
man admitted in his speech that this | 
House as an effective instrument of 
government has broken down. That is 
our position, too. It has broken down. 
The right hon. Gentleman admits that 
the rules and machinery of this House 
have grown rusty and archaic owing to | 
the growth and constitution of the 
Empire it is meant to govern. I admit 
it is absurd to suppose that machinery | 
and rules good enough for a Parliament 
ruling a nation of ten millions within this 
isle are suitable for the world-wide Empire 
which this Parliament controls to-day. 
There [ am in entire agreement with the 
right hon. Gentleman. What is the 
remedy ? The remedy of the right hon. 
Gentleman is a change in the rules. 
ut no rule will ever bind any deliberate 
assembly in the world apart from and | 
divorced from the public opinion ruling, 
influencing, and guiding every member | 
of that assembly. Make any rules you 
like. These rules, logically and _ legiti- 
mately interpreted within the limits to 
which they extend, will still have no 
power or control over any body of men 
or any individual in this House unless 
backed by the acceptance of the public | 
opinion of this House and of the country 
which elected it. Therefore I say the | 
right hon. Gentleman, who is a philo- | 
sopher, is merely touching the fringe of 
the question if he thinks he is going to| 
reform and improve the House of Com-| 
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mons by any small, or for that matter 
any large, changes in the rules. 


House (Supply). 


The right hon. Gentleman says the rules 
are objectionable from another point of 
view—that they were made at a time 
when this House was fighting against 
monarchy and endeavouring to guard 
its own control of the purse. Surely J 
need not point out that there are dangers 
from democracy as well as from mon- 
archy. One of the worst dangers of 
democracy is that under the outward 
form of pure and perfect democratic rule 
you may have such a system of bossism 
as you see prevailing in other countries, 
especially beyond the Atlantic. What 
is the foundation and root of all the 
evils there? It is that you have the 
outward show of entire perfect demo- 
cratic organisation and control, whereas 
in the end democratic control practically 
disappears, and either the political 
machine or some other fungus growth 
is the real ruling power, controlling the 
doctrines of the nation. Is there not the 
same danger here? We have a Govern- 
ment in office and an elective democracy, 
and if you have a number of men in 
office, with a big majority, the history 
of that democratic combination will be 
different from that of every other similar 
organisations in the world if it does not, 


in the end, monopolise power and 
govern by despotic methods. As the 


hon. Member for Dundee has pointed 
out, in a speech which was one of the 
most closely reasoned I have ever heard, 
in all previous sessions the House of 
Commons kept a close grip on the public 
purse, but under the present regime the 
House of Commons is giving up its 
control over the purse of the nation 
after one debate at the beginning of the 
year. In the old days there were three 
or four Votes on account throughout 
the year, and at stated periods, six weeks 
or two months, the House had the oppor- 
tunity of expressing its approval or dis- 
approval of the conduct of the Govern- 
ment. Now a Vote on account is taken 
for the entire session, and during the 
whole of that time Ministers escape the 
criticism of the House, and thus under 
democratic forms there are the same 
escapes of the public purse from the 
popular control as you had in different 
forms under the Stuarts and Tudors. 
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proposed to have the portrait of the 
right hon. Gentleman in the National 
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The right hon. Gentleman says the 


Empire has outgrown the House of 
Common; and its ancient forms. I| Gallery—and there are in that collection 


remember some ten years ago there was | the portraits of many persons who have 
a fierce disturbance in a small Irish town, | less right to be represented—I should be 
Tipperary, which, from the Irish point | obliged to vote against it in order that 
of view, was of importance, and upon} 1 might be able to record my vote against 
which the right hon. Gentleman, who | the Queen’s Colleges. Then with regard 
was then Chief Secretary, and the Irish | to Class 3, I may not be satisfied with 
members had to make speeches, a gentle- | the way in which the Dundrum Criminal 
man from Johannesburg, which was just | Lunatic Asylum conducts its affairs, 
then beginning to be known, expressed | and in order to vote against that I have 
to me his wonder that such a subject} to vote against the Vote for the Law 
should engage so much time in the | Officers of the Crown, with a risk of 
Imperial Parliament, while there was a| depriving my distinguished country- 
country called South Africa, which was man of his salary ; I have to vote against 
ignored as if it was of no account at all, | the Land Registry; the Police in England 
and I naturally had to explain to him that | and Wales ; the Reformatory and Indus- 
it was not our fault if it was so. | trial Schools of Great Britain; and Broad- 
Neither was it, and neither is it to-day.) moor Criminal Lunatic Asylum. I am 
We want none of our local affairs to | compelled to do all this injury to England, 
engage the attention of the Imperial) and not only that, I have to go to the 
Parliament. tIt .is by your own) country of the right hon. Gentleman 


express will that [rish local affairs occupy 
so much of the time of this House, 
and this Parliament is no longer an 


‘the First Lord of the Treasury, and I 
have te vote against the law charges 
there, u..d the money for the Crofters 





{mperial Parliament in the real sense) Commission, which is trying to do 
of the word. An evil exists which|for the poor of Scotland something 
has its root deep down in national | like what to a certain degree has been 
circumstances. Yet the right hon. Gentle- | done in Ireland. And because I dis- 
man seeks to deal with it bythe applica-| approve of the Dundrum Criminal 
tion of petty remedies. Supposing the | Lunatic Asylum, I have to put myself 
Irish Members had divided against all | in conflict with my best friends in Eng- 
the Votes, great and small, bad and good, | landand Scotland. The more the matter 


would it have been such a terrible | is examined the more absurd it appears, 
catastrophe ? The House might have|and I think I have demonstrated that 


been kept sitting till three oclock, or /it is a reductio ad absurdum. I dis- 
even all night. Well, after twenty | approve, Mr. Speaker, of much that this 
vears in the House, I am no fonder of | House has done, but no man who has 
that sort of thng than other people. | read history can fail to recognise that 
But I do not think a consideration of |it has done much—not for Irishmen, 
that kind is a sufficient reason for chang- | for it lives by the destruction of our own 
ing the rules. But if a change was} Parliament—which recommends it to 
considered necessary by the right hon. | the gratitude and affection of every 
Gentleman it would have been less} Englishman and Scotchman. It has 
absurd if he had brought down a rule | been the model for the colonies and for 
causing all the Votes to be passed in one | many Continental parliaments. I am, 
lot. See what would happen under the | therefore, sorry to see that the First 
rule. Take Class 4. I and my hon.| Lord, who ought to be the custodian 
friends believe that the Queen’s Colleges | of its glories, proposes to strike a great 
are a bad form of teaching for the Irish | blow at all these things by the motion 
people. Under the old rule we would| which he has brought forward. 

have taken a division on that Vote, but | 

if we did so under the new rule we would) (ozone. HUGHES (Woolwich) : The 
also be compelled to vote against the) hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
National Gallery, the Board of Education | jas complained of not being able to 
in England, the British Museum, and | vote on separate classes. There is a 


the Wallace Collection. Why, if it was | simple method of doing so: begin to 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. | 
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divide at five o'clock, and if that is done 
there is no reason why every class 
should not be voted on. 


Business of the 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said 
that if this proposal had come early in 
the session it might have been listened to, 
and it would have been far better to have 
introduced it when proper discussion 
could have taken place. The devolution 
recommended by the hon. Member for 
Waterford was the only solution of this 
matter. In his reply to the allegation 
that he had given a definite pledge in 
this matter not to bring in such a rule 
without first submitting it to a Com- 
mittee, the right hon. Gentleman had 
entirely failed to make good his case, 
and the charge of the hon. Member for 
Waterford had not been answered in any 
way. One would have imagined from 
the right hon. Gentleman's speech and 
his interest in the House that he would 
be one of the first to safeguard its 
privileges, but under his leadership the 
privileges so well safeguarded for genera- 


tions had been frittered away, and 
the House] of Commons had been 
reduced to a voting machine. The 


House had to thank the right hon. 
Gentleman for the ehaos which now 
reigned. Angry sittings were the direct 
result of provocative speeches by 
His Majesty's Ministers. He asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to examine 
his conscience and say whether his 
conduct was not provocative of scenes 
in the early part of the session. In his 
experience as an old Member he had seen 
no session since the twelve o’clock rule 
had been passed in which it had to be 
suspended so many times as in this. The 
Government had no excuse. This had 
been a session in which no great legis- 
lative measures had been dealt with, and, 
so far as the Statute-book was concerned, 
would be the most barren session that 
had been held for many years. If any 
Member took the trouble to read the 


debates of 1896, when the new rule was | 


brought in, they would see that the 
predictions made by the Irish Members 
had been justified by the facts. 
right hon. Gentleman had everything 
in his favour—he had an enormous 
majority, and the most docile which had 
ever been seen ; but so great had been his 
Mismanagement of affairs that the 
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'House at the end of the session was 
asked to vote enormous sums of money 
The position of 
the Irish Members was that they sat in 
the House against their own wills. If 
His Majesty's Government were willing 
and able to govern Ireland, they were 
certainly going the wrong way about 
to convince the Irish people of that fact. 
But the Irish believed that the state of 
congestion of business in the House was 


'so great that it was absolutely impossible 


for this Government to govern Ireland. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) said 
he desired to call attention to the fact 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
never made a single reply to or touched 
the main part of the speech of the hon. 
Member for Waterford in respect to the 
point as to the days allotted to Irish 
Supply. That was an astonishing fact, 
because the hon. Member for Waterford 
adduced evidence to show that the right 
hon. Gentleman had promised to allocate 
four days for the discussion of Irish 


Supply. Considering the important 
position the Member for Waterford 
held in the House, the right hon. 
Gentleman might have condescended 


to notice that part of his hon. friend's 
argument. He did not attach much 
importance to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s promise, because four days for the 
discussion of Irish Supply was in his 
opinion quite as absurd as three days, 
which in itself was absolutely absurd. 
If the Committee which the right hon. 


Gentleman had suggested in 1896 were 
to sit, he should suggest that they gave 


twice that number of days to IrishSupply. 
The crucial part of the discussion was 


‘that the right hon. Gentleman had been 


charged with a breach of faith, and 
the reply which he had made to 
that charge had not been distinguished 
by his usual candour. There was no 
doubt that he gave the pledge that this 
new rule which he had proposed to-night 
might be a possible consequence of the 
Sessional Order proposed in 1896, but 
that if he had to propose such an addition 
to the Sessional Order he would not do 
so without having first submitted the 
subject to the discussion and decision of 
a Select Committee. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not deny that, but said 
that the pledge was given only with 
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regard to the particular year ; but surely 
when a Sessional Order was renewed it 
was renewed on the understanding that 
it was a mere Sessional Order, and the 
mere renewal of a Sessional Order at the 
commencement of every session implied 
an undertaking on both sides of the 
House, if not on behalf of the Minister 
who proposed it, that it was renewed 
upon the undertaking upon which the 
original rule was obtained, namely, that 
the right hon. Gentleman would not 
adopt a severe development of that rule 


without having first submitted the 
subject to a Select Committee. The 


right hon. Gentleman therefore had not 
answered the argument of the hon. 
Member for Waterford. 

This debate would not be complete 
without the House being reminded of 
what took place in 1893. There were 
two sets of rules for closure adopted in 
1893. In the case of the Home Rule Bill 
it was not until after the House had been 
discussing four clauses for nearly fifty 
days that the responsible Ministers, 
recognising that they would never get 
the Bill through unless they brought 
the obstruction to an end, proposed to 
put all the clauses to the vote upon a 
certain day without discussion. There 
was not an Irishman in the House, nor 
he believed a Liberal Member, who did 
not regret that a full opportunity for dis- 
cussion of every clause was not given. 
But what occurred? In that debate 
the Colonial Secretary, on the 21st 
of August, 1893, said— 

“Tyranny grows by what it feeds upon. My 
right hon. friend is, under the iron chain 
of circumstances, quite willing to go further, 


and we shall very shortly see him rising | 


to closure Supply, which has never been 
closured in this House before. We shall have 
legislation by gag substituted for legislation 
by discussion.” 

In the course of his argument the right 
hon. Gentleman went on to say— 

“The Government tell us, and they appeal 
tothe House to say that there was no alterna- 
tive open to them, that absolute necessity and 
absolute necessity alone, has brought them to 
this condition. The great Lord Chatham said 
that necessity was the argument of tyrants and 
the creed of slaves ‘i 
and that he would wait to see if it was the 
creed of slaves. 
for this motion at all ? 





There was no 


disguising the fact that it was aimed at | 


the Irish Members, in order to put an end 
Mr, Clancy. 
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What was the necessity | 
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‘to their contemplated action ; but the 
hon. Member for Waterford had declared 
on behalf of the Irish party that the fear 
of the Government was absolutely with- 


out foundation. There was not the 
slightest necessity for the rule. It was 


not for him to lecture the House, but 
he would say one word as to the state of 
things which had been brought about. 
One astonishing feature was the nuniber 
of hon. Gentlemen who almost broke 
their necks to get into the House, and 
having got in, at the end of a week were 
so anxious to get out again. Those hon. 
Gentlemen were the very persons who 
cried out “ Divide, divide!’ to hon. 
Gentlemen who had not spoken halt-a- 
dozen words. Until this was altered, 
until English and Scotch Members in 
their attention to business imitated the 
Irish Members, who, by whatever method 


they did it, did their business — and it was, 


no fault of theirs that they did not sue 
ceed—this state of chaos would continue 
He thought that this proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman marked the height 
of absurdity, and proved that the greatest 
institution in England was in great 
danger of being degraded by the hand 
of the right hon. Gentleman, who ought 
to be the first man to uphold its tradi 
tions 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he desired 
to move the Amendment that stood in 
the name of his hon. friend the Member 
for East Mayo, which was an Amendment 
that should commend itself to the judg- 
ment of the First Lord of the Treasury. 
Obviously Supply in the case of England, 
Seotland, and Ireland did not stand on 
the same footing, and the Amendment 
claimed that the Votes in the various 
classesfor Engl» nd, the Votesinthe various 
| classes for Scotland, and the Votes in the 
various classes for Ireland should be 
taken separately. The Amendment he 
submitted was a very sensible one. He did 
not propose te touch the English or 
Seotch Votes, but with regard to Ireland 
the result of this proposal would be 
almost shocking. The only control 
which could be exercised over the great 
public departments of Ireland was by 
this rule taken away. Out of twenty- 
‘seven Irish Votes only three had been 
passed, and only four had been dis- 
jeussed. Only one-third of the amount 
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of the Irish Votes had been discussed. | 
The condition was alarming. There 
had been no discussion as to public Votes, 
and in Class 2 there were nine Votes, of 
which only two had been debated, and 
such important Votes as the charges for 
the Lord Lieutenant’s household and 
others would have to pass without dis- 
cussion. One of the strange facts with 
regard to the new rule would be that if 
Irish Members wanted to vote against 
the salary of the Chief Secretary they 
could not do so unless they also voted 
against the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction, which had only 
been a year in operation, and upon the 
operation of which there might be many 
opinions. There had not been an oppor- 
tunity of saying a word upon the work 
of that Department, and vet under 
this absurd rule they could not record a 
vote against the salary of the Chief Secre- 
tary without voting against that and 
other offices. In Class 3 there were eight 
Votes, onlyone of which had been touched 
on. From 1886 until 1895 no such 
thing ever happened with regard to 
Supply as had happened this year. A 
sharp eye was kept on the Executive of 
Ireland,and there was not a single depart- 
ment which was not discussed by Irish 
Members in this House. How different 
was the story now. From 1886 to 1895 
there was a great deal of legislation 
attempted or passed; this year there 
was no legislation to speak of, except the 
Factory Ag Whey could not, he found, 
vote against the system by which jury 
packing had been carried on in Ireland 
without voting against other matters 
which they had no desire toresist. If there 
was any country which ought to be 
exempted from this rule that country 
was Ireland. One of the most valuable 
functions of Parliament had always been 
the discussion and the redress of griev- 
ances preceding Supply. He claimed 
that this rule was wrong with regard 
to England and Scotland, but with 
regard to Ireland it was absolute tyranny. 





Amendment proposed 


“Tn line 7, after the word ‘Class,’ to insert 
the words ‘for England, Ireland, and Scotland 
respectively.’ ””—( Mr. Flynn.} 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


i 
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I understand 


House (Supply). 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


‘the hon. Gentleman's object, but I do 


not see how this Amendment would 


operate to effect it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The opera- 
tion would be that the Scotch Votes and 
the English Votes and the Irish Votes, 
though grouped together, would be 
classed separately. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
perfectly satisfied with the present 
classification of Votes, but I do not think 
any alteration would be desirable now. 
It may be worthy of consideration in the 
future, but with regard to this particular 
incident I cannot accept it. I would 
point out to the hon. Member that I have 
promised to give the time up to ten 
o'clock to-morrow to Irish Supply. He 
will, therefore, have something like six 
hours for discussion of Irish Estimates 
to-morrow, should he think it desirable 
to take the opinion of the House upon 
any particular matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
all through the discussion the one feeling 
uppermost in his mind was astonishment 
and surprise at the extraordinary change 
which time brought on certain Members 
of the House. Wher he heard the right 
hon. Gentleman advocating the new 
rule he could not help contrasting the 
attitude of the right hon. Gentleman with 
his attitude some sixteen years ago. 
The Irish Members had been accused of 
obstruction. It had been charged 
against them that they had illegitimately 
used their rights and privileges in the 
way of voting by taking an unusual 
number of divisions. He could say with 
the clearest possible conscience that 
anything he had done in the way of 
protracting debates—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I thought the hon. 
Member was proposing to second the 
Amendment. What he is now saying is 
quite out of order. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Yes, 
Sir ; these observations were only a pre- 
face to my speech. I can only say that if 
I have offended in any way I learnt my 
lesson from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House when he was a 


_member of the Fourth Party. Of course. 
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he forgets those days now, as I daresay 
I should myself if I were in his place, 
but then I am not in the Cabinet yet, and 
I am still imbued with the old ideas. 
With regard to the Amendment moved 
by the hon. Member for Cork, the hon. 
Member, resuming his speech, said he 
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' be a member of the House 
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| Secretary. It came to this, that ifan hon. 


Member desired to raise a debate upon 
a local topic it was necessary he should 
of Lords. 


| Now, he did not aspire to a seat in the 


thought it was a perfectly reasonable | 


one. The main reason for moving it was, 
as he understood, 
and the Government feared that the 
Irish Members would on the following 
night challenge divisions, not merely on 
Votes affecting Ireland, but on all other 
Votes. That fear was not altogether well 
founded. He had, of course, heard 
certain rumours, but the First Lord 
might rest quite satisfied that the Irish 


that the First Lord | 


Upper Chamber, and, even if he did, he 
feared that his aspiration could not pos- 
sibly be realised. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Why not ?] He put it to hon. Gentle- 
man opposite whether there was not 
good foundation for the complaint he was 
making of the lack of opportunity to dis- 
cuss local matters. It might be that 
Irish Members had taken up a certain 


| amount of the time of the House, but he 


Members would only challenge divisions | 


on purely Irish items of Supply, for the 
discussion of which they had_ been 
afforded no opportunity. He challenged 
any hon. Member to say that they had 
had a fair opportunity of debating them. 
Of course, they had taken part in discus- 
sions on general subjects, such as the war 
in South Africa, but it could not be denied 
that on matters affecting the Irish ad- 
ministration and on expenditure in con- 
nection with that country Irish members 
had clearly not had a fair chance. The 
session had lasted six months, and from 
the very commencement he had been 
waiting and watching for an opportunity 
to discuss certain topics in connection 
with his own constituency in county 
Clare. He had failed to secure one, and 
he would have to go back and tell them 
that he had been unable to bring before 
the House certain matters which they 
had desired him to call attention to. 
Only the other day he read a report of a 
debate in the other House of Parliament, 
raised by a certain noble Lord, which had 
direct reference to a matter of the utmost 
importance to the county he had the 
honour of representing in that House, a 
matter which vitally affected the interests 
of the county, which involved the 
expenditure of large sums of money, and 
would necessitate the employment of 
hundreds, if not of thovsands, of people. 
An opportunity was found of raising the 
question in the House of Lords, but he 
himself, in the House of Commons, had 


speech upon it or of ascertaining the views 


ventured to assert that they had not 
occupied more than their fair proportion. 
Only three or four days had been devoted 
to the discussion of Irish Supply, and on 
those occasions matters of broad general 
importance had been debated—matters 
which, in his opinion, ought not to have 
been left to Supply. His contention was 
that in Supply they ought to have an 
opportunity of bringing forward topics 
ot purely local interest—matters affecting 
their respective constituencies. When he 
went back to Ireland he would be asked 
by those who elected him—and he repre- 
sented one of the largest agricultural 
constituencies in that country—why he 
had not brought forward certain matters 
vitally affecting their welfare, and he 
would be forced to confess that he had 
failed to obtain an opportunity of doing 
so. The electors would find it difficult 
to believe such a statement, and they 
would be naturally disaffected,  dis- 
satisfied, and discontented. Was it to 
be wondered at that Irish electors failed 
to feel satisfaction with the treatment 
which their particular interests met with 
in that House? He himself was dis- 
appointed and astonished that the 
Government should have put forward 
a proposal of that kind to curtail the 
actual privileges and rights of members, 


/and he was shocked especially that it 


/Gentleman who in 
'membership really taught 
‘how to prolong debate, 


should have been made by a right hon. 
his early days of 
hon. Members 
and to bring 
about as many divisions as possible in 
order to embarrass the Government of 


the day. 
not had a single chance of making a | 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said he 


of the right hon. Gentleman the Chief |}thought that any fair-minded man 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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would consider the Amendment pro-| recording their votes upon Estimates 
posed by his hon. friend to be only reason- in which their countries were particu- 
able and just. On the days on which larly interested. 

lrish Supply had been brought forward 
for discussion English and Scotch Mem- 
bers skedaddled from the House alto-_ 

gether, and he thought that Irish mem- | 

bers in their turn should allow Scotch The House divided :—Ayes, 116 ; Noes, 
and English Members an opportunity of 208. (Division List No. 417.) 


Question put. 


AYES. 
Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | Gilhooly, James | O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Asher, Alexander Grant, Corrie | O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
Bayley, TSomas (Derbyshire) Griffith, Ellis J. O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Bell, Richard Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O’ Dowd, John 
Black, Alexander William Harcourt, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam | O Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Boland, John Harmsworth, R. Leicester O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling Hayden, John Patrick O’ Malley, William 
Boyle, James Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- | O'Mara, James 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) | Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. | O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Jones,Dav. Brynmor(Swansea | O’Shee, James John 
Burke, E. Haviland- Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire | Partington, Oswald 
Burns, John Jordan, Jeremiah Power, Patrick Joseph 
Burt, Thomas Joyce, Michael | Rea, Russell 
Caldwell, James Kearley, Hudson E. Reddy, M. 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) Kennedy, Patrick James Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. Lambert, George edmond, William (Clare) 
Carew, James Laurence Leamy, Edmund tickett, J. Compton 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton Levy, Maurice | Robson, William Snowdon 
Cawley, Frederick Lloyd-George, David Roche, John 
Channing, Francis Allston Lough, Thomas Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Clancy, John Joseph Lundon, W. Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Cogan, Denis J. Macdonnell, Dr. Mark A. Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Crean, Eugene M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall | Soares, Ernest J. 
Crombie, John William | M‘Dermott, Patrick ' Sullivan, Donal 
Cullinan, J. M‘Fadden, Edward Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Daly, James M‘Govern, T. Tennant, Harold John 
Dalziel, James Henry Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen | Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merth’r 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport | Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan Moss, Samuel Ure, Alexander 
Delany, Wifliam Murnaghan, Georg2 Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Dillon, John Murphy, John | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Doogan, P. C. Nannetti, Juseph P. White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Dutty, William J. Nolan,Col. JohnP.(G > way,N. | Whiteley,George( Yorks, W.R. 
Elibank, Master of | Nolan, Joseph (Louth South) Vhitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Emmott, Alfred Norman, Henry 
Field, William | O Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Flavin, Michael Joseph O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Flynn, James Christopher O’Brien, P. J.(Tipperary, N.) Patrick O’Brien. 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. | O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 

NOES. 

Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Bigwood, James Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | Bul, Charles Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Arkwright, John Stanhope Blundell; Colonel Henry Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Bousfield, Robert Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Arrol, Sir William Brassey, Albert | Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Bull, William James Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | Bullard, Sir Harry | Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Baird, John George Alex. Burdett-Coutts, W. Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Butcher, John George Cranborne, Viscount 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Cust, Henry John C. 
Cavendish, VC.W(Derbyshire Davenport, William Bromley- 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Davies,SirH oratioD(Chatham 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Denny, Colonel 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Dickson, Charles Scott 
Chamberlain, Kt.Hon.J(Birm. | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Chamberlain,J.Austin(Wore’r | Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth RK. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. HnSirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
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Doxtord, § 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Durning-Law rence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 


Business of the 


SirWilliamTheodore | 


F ellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | 
| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 


Finch, George H. 


F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, "Frederick William 
Eitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir F ortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon;MajEvans(T’rHmlets 
Gore,Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederic 
Hambro, Charles Eriu 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG( Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’ndnderr y 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent: Ashfrd 
Harris, Frederick J.everton 
Haslett, Sir James! Horner. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
He: ath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, EdwBrodie(Hampste’d 
Hope.J. F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon,Hor. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


Main Question pnt. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Ba!tour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt. Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Baltour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. 7, 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
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Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesh’m 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Ber esford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmortn 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Noon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptfo'd 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, HnWmRobert Wellesley 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col.Richard 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. uy 
tandles, John S. 
tankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Koes og Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


| Talbot, Lord E. 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renw ick, George 

Ridley,S Forde; (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie,Rt. HonC hasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.SamuelAlexander 
Sandys,Lieut. -Col. ThosMyles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. ColEdw. J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


House (Supply). 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) . 


Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, HnArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir JohnM. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
(Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. JG(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHn.J Pow ell( Birm 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| The House divided :—Ayes, 205 ; Noes, 


113. 

AYES, 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire ! 


(Division List No. 418.) 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


| Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, ‘T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
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Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. | 
Davenport, William Bromley- | 
Davies, Sir HoratioD. (Chatham | 
Denny, Colonel] 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Atkers- | 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon*Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortesoue 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 
gE J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
don, MajBvans-(T’r H’mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.COrmsby-(Salop) 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kenyon, Hen.Geo.T.(Denbigh) | 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop) 


Keswic k, W illiam 


Lambton, Hon. Fred. Wm. 
| Lawson, John Grant 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


| Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham) 


Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,$) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 


| Maedona, John Cumming 


Maconochie, A. W. 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Middlemore, John 'T. 
Mildmay, Francis; Bingham 

| Mitchell, William: 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


) Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) ooen William (Antrim, N.) 


Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald | 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall | 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric | 
Hamilton, RtHnI ordG (Midd’x | 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) | 
Heath, James (Staffs., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead | 
Hope,J.1’.(Sheftield, Brightside | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry | 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph | 
Houston, Robert Paterson } 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) | 
Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil | 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


| 


| 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Asher, Alexander 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beil, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, EF. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 








Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.( Deptford 
| Murray, Rt. Hn. A, G. (Bute) 
Murray, 
Myers, Ww illiam Henry 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian’ 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 
| Penn, John 

| Pierpoint, Robert 


1618 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. S. Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. T. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Ed. J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


House (Supply). 


. Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


| Stanley, 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand } 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Lord (Lanes.) 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Sturt, Hon. H. Napier 


' Talbot,Rt.Hn. 
| Tomlinson, W. 


Charles J. icovuaiey) | 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester; 
J.G.(Oxt.Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 

k. Murray 
Tritton, Charles irnest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Walker, Col. Wiliiam Hall 


Warde, Colonel C. EF. 

Webb, Col. William George 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Col. R.{( Dorset) 


Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard | 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


NOES, 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman. Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


| Wiison, 


E ‘dward 


Williams, Rt. Hn.J.Powell( Birm 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wyndham,‘Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 


| Delany, William 


Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Altred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Guhooly, James 
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Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 


Agricultural Rates Act, 


{COMMONS} 
Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport) 


| Moss, Samuel 


Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 





Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) Power, Patrick 


O’Dowd, John 


O’ Mara, James 


Ordered, That at Ten of the clock on 
the last but one of the days allotted for 
the business of Supply under the Order, 
Business of the House (Supply), of the 
27th day of February, 1901, the Chair- 
man shall forthwith put every question 
necessary to dispose of the Vote then 
under consideration, and shall then 
forthwith put the Question with respect 
to each Class of the Civil Service Esti- 
mates that the total amount of the Votes 


outstanding in that class be granted for | 


the services defined in the class, and shall 


in like manner put severally the ques- | 


tions that the total amounts of the Votes 
outstanding in the Estimates for the 
Navy, the Army, and the Revenue’ 
Departments be granted for the services 
defined in those Estimates. That at Ten 
of the clock on the last allotted day the 
Speaker shall put forthwith every Ques- 
tion necessary to dispose of the Report 


of the Resolution then under considera- | 


tion, and shall then put forthwith with 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S$.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N. 
O’ Malley, William 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John | 
Partington, Oswald | 


Thomson, F. W. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whiteley, George (Yorks, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. M‘Arthur and Captain 
Joseph | Sinelair. 
respect to each Class of the Civil Service 
Estimates the Question, That this House 
doth agree with the Committtee in all 
the outstanding Resolutions reported 
in respect of that class, and shall then 
put a like question with respect to all 
the Resolutions outstanding in the 
istimates for the Navy, the Army, the 
|Revenue Departments, and other out- 
standing Resolutions severally. Pro- 
vided always that, with the exceptions 
herein contained, the other provisions 
of the Order of the 27th February shall 
remain in force. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL 

As amended, considered. 

Motion made, and Question put, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 190 ; Noes, 
97. (Division List No. 419.) 


AYES, 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope] 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Bill, Charles 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William’Robert 
Brassey, Albert " 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs. 


Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 

| Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir JohnCharlesReady 

' Compton, I.ord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
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Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans- (T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner. Frederick Will:am 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Asher, Alexander 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Boyle, James 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burt, Thomas | 
Caldwell, James | 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. | 
Cc ondon, Thomas Joseph 


Agricultural Rates Act, 
. Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
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Johnston. William (Belfast) 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop.) 


Keswick, William 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 


Majendie, James A. I 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 


Middiemore, John T. 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn.. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


NOES. 


Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 


| Cullinan, J. 


Daly, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 


Dillon, John 


| Donelan, Captain A. 
| Doogan, P. C 
Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 
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Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt.Hon. Col. E. J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Col. William George 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-un.-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-( Birm. 
Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell,Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Govern, T. 

Morton, Edw. J.C.( Devonport) 








1623 Adjournment of 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 





Bill read the third time, and passed. 


In pursuance of the 


Order of the 


{COMMONS} 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, O.) 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. | 
O’Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
R'ckett, J. Compton 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 


House of the 22nd day of July last, Mr. 





the House. 1624 


) Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sullivan, Donal 
| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


| Ure, Alexander 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George (Yorks, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
M‘Arthur and Captain 
Sinclair. 


SPEAKER adjourned the House without 
Question put. 
Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


after Seven of the clock. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME XCVIII. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column relate to the page in this volume. 
indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 


The figures in parentheses in 
“{H.L.]” following the title 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by 





Day Industrial Schools | Earl of Meath | 


(Ireland) [H.L. ] 


*Education (No. 2) Duke of Devonshire 





*Finance Bill | Marquess of Salisbury 


*Tsolation Hospitals | cnnhatainsis 


Land Banks (Ireland) [H.L.] | Earl of Mayo 


*Larceny 


| | 
| | 
| 
*Loan | Marquess of Salisbury | 


*Militia and Yeomanry Lord Raglan | 


*Patent Law Amendment | Earl of Dudley 


[H.L. | 


Plumbers’ 
[H.L. | 


Registration | Lord Glenesk 


*Royal Declaration [H.L. | Marquess of Salisbury | 


*Royal Titles [1.1. | Marquess of Salisbury 


Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) 


Earl of Mayo 
[H.L. | 
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Second 


Progress. 


Read 3* 25 July (14) 


Read 1¢ 1 Angust (833) ; 
Read 2* 2 August (1005) ; 
Committee, Report, 5 
August (1237); Read 376 
August (1350) 

Read 3° 25 July (17); Royal 
Assent 26 July (181) 


| Royal Assent 26 July (181) 


Xeading (Motion 
withdrawn) 25 July (17) 


| Read 2¢ 29 July (340); Com- 


mittee 1 August (832) ; 
Read 37 2 August (1005) 
Read 14 6 August (1351) 


Read 1¢ 2 August (1022) ; 
Read 2¢ 5 August (1237) ; 
Committee, Report, 6 
August(1351) 

Read 24 1 August (832); 
Committee, Report, Third 
Reading 2 August (1004) 

Read 24 30 July (525) 


Committee, Report, 1 August 
(792) ; Read 34 5 August 
(1226) 

Read 1¢ 26 July (187); 
Read 2¢ 29 July (341); 
Committee, Report, 30 July 
(526) ; Read 3¢ 1 August 
(833) 

Second Reading (Motion and 
Bill withdrawn) 29 July 
(337) 





(B.) House or Commons. 





Title of Bill. 


*Agricultural Rates Act, 


| Mr. Walter Long 


1896, etc., Continuance | 


Beer 


* Berwickshire CountyTown 
[H.L. | 


| Mr. Purvis 


*Burgh Sewerage, Drainage | 


and Water Supply (Scot- 
land) 

*County Courts (Ireland) 
H.L. 

*Customs Duties (Isle of 
Man) 

Day Industrial 
(Ireland) [H.L. } 


| Mr. Atkinson 


Schools | 


*East India Loan (Great | 
Indian Peninsula Rail- | 


way Debentures) 
*Education (No. 2) 


*Electric Lighting (London 
oD o 


| Mr. Gerald Balfour 


*Elementary School Teach- | 


ers 


*Expiring Laws continuance | 


Franchise and Removal of 
Women’s Disabilities 
*Loan 
*Light Railways 
*Marriages _—Legalisation 
salitery Works 
*Militia and Yeomanry 
*Naval Works 
*Pacifie Cable 
*Public Works Loans 
*Royal Titles [H.L. ] 
Shops 
*Solicitors [H.L.] 


*Valuation (Ireland) 


| Sir Charles Dilke 
Mr. 


| Mr. 
| Mr. 


| Mr. 
| Mr. 


Brought in by 





Mr. A. Graham Murray | 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Mr. Harrington 


| 
| 
Lord G. Hamilton 


Sir J. Gorst 


Sir J. Gorst 
| 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain | 


J. W. Lowther | 
Gerald Balfour 
Mr. Jesse Collings 
Brodrick 
Brodrick 


Pretyman 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain | 





Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Mr. A.J. Balfour | 


Sir Charles Dilke 


| 
Sir Robert Finlay. | 


Progress. 


Read 2° 29 July (412) ; Com- 
mittee, Report, 1 August 
(967) ; Consideration, 
Third Reading, 7 August 
(1620) 


| Withdrawn 26 July (245) 


Committee, Report, 
August (1454) 
Read 2° 1 August (987) 


| Withdrawn 25 July (180) 


Read 2’ 1 August (986) 
Read 1° 26 July (246) 
Read 1° 31 July (773) 


| Read 3° 30 July (599) 
| Withdrawn 5 August (1347) 
| Read 1° 2 August (1092) 


Read 1° 6 August (1453) 


| Withdrawn 31 July (698) 


| Committee, Report, 1 August 


(880); Read 3° 5 August 
(1343) 


| Withdrawn 5 August (1347) 
| Read 2’ 1 August (988) 
| Read 1° 2 August (1223) 


| Committee, Report, Third 


Reading, 1 August (945) 


| Read 1° 2 August (1214) 


Read 1° 31 July (783) 
Read 1° 25 July (97) 
Read 1° 6 August (1451) 
Withdrawn 31 July (698) 
Withdrawn 25 July (180) 
Read 1° 6 August (1451) 
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